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his gallant and heroic conduct, and in other campaigns has frequently been the 
recipient of honorable and praiseworthy mention for his valor .om I services in 
the field, and he bas been several times recommended for I.Jrcvet promotion; 
but under existing laws, being unable to confer this recognition for valor, tile 
officers ceased to ask for it, or there would be a larger number of instances 
which I could refer to. • 

"To omit many instances, I will observe that he distinguished himself by lead
ing a charge, on tho 17th of March, 1876, on Powder River, and in several 
charges on the Rosebud, on the 17th of June, 1876, in an engagement with the 
same Indians who massacred General Custer's command, and eight days before 
that fight. In this engagement., at the Rosebud, Captain Bourke saved my life 
after I wns shot in tile right elbow and left wrist joints, causing total disability. 
He rode into the very m idst of the Indians and rescued me, although the near
est skirmish line was at least a thousand yards away. I could give other in
stances, but it would make this letter too long. 

"Major IIcnry, of the Tenth Cavalry, distinguished himself in this engage
ment, and so did Major Mills, of the Ninth Cavalry; and Major l\fills whipped 
the Indians and won the first victory after the Custer massacre, and it was one 
of the most brilliant ones of the campaign. Colonel Hatch, of the Ninth Cav
alry, distinguished at o. more recent date, and many others. But it will occur 
that from the frequent and constant Indian warfare that the instances of valor 
are numerous, and your bill will enable the President and Senate to recognize it 
by a nominal promotion. 

"I have the honor to remain, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant. 
"E.A.8NOW. 

"Hon. CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 
" United Slates ~nato1· for Nebraska." 

After full consideration of the subject-matter your committee have struck out 
the preamble of the bill (S. 1323) and have amended the title and the bill so as 
to allow brevet rank to be conferred on "all officers of the Army now on the 
active or retired lists, who, by their department commander and with the con
currence of the commanding general of the Army, have been or may be recom
mended for gallant service in action against hostile Indians since January 1, 
1867," the brevet commissions to bear date only from the passage of this act; 
the date of the heroic action for which the brevet rank is conferred to appear in 
the commission, such rank to be only honorary, without privilege of preced
ence or command not already provided for by the statutes which embody the 
rules and articles governing the Army. 

As amended the measure has the approval of Lieutenant-General Sheridan, 
under date of :\!arch 29, 1888. 

Yom committee accordingly report the bill (S. 1323) back favorably, amended 
as heretofore stated, and recommend its passage. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
trere concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time. and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ".A. bill to authorize the Pres
ident to confer brevet rank on officers of the United States Army for 
gallant services in Indian cam paigas. '' 

The preamble was stricken out. 
AME...~DMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. REAGAN submitted two amendments intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill tS. 2851) to amend an act entitled "An act t~ regu
late commerce," approved February 4, 1887; which were ordered to 
lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, and Mr. BUTLER submitted amendments 
intended to be proposed by them, respectively, to the river and harbor 
appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Com
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. HOAR. I do not wish to interfere with the desire of any Senator 

to proceed with legislative business; but it is necessary to have a brief 
executive session, and unless there be some objection I will now move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT p1'o temp01·e. Before submitting that question the 
Chair will lay before the Senate the unfinished business, being the bill 
(H. R. 8560) to establish a department of labor. The question is on 
the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid
eration of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock and 45 minutes p.m. ) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, :May 17, 1888, at 12 
o'clock m. 

NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 15, 1888. 

FOR PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Corps of Engineers. 

C:..pt- Charles E. L. n. Davis, to be major, April 7, 1888, tice Smith, 
promoted. 

First Lieut. George :McC. Derby, to be captain, April 7, 1888, vice 
Davis, promoted. 

Second Lieut. WilHam L. Sibert, to be first lieut~nant, April 7, 1888, 
vice Derby, promoted. 

FOR .APPOINTME.NT BY TRANSFER IN THE ARMY. 
Second Lieut. Eugene W. Van C. Lucas, First Artillery, t<> be second 

lieutenant in the Corps of Engineers, May 14, 1888, t'ice Sibert, pro
moted. 

CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confi~ed by the Senate JJioy 15, 1888. 

REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 
Robert L. Tidrick, of Des Moines, Iowa, to be regibter of the land 

office a.t Des Moines, Iowa·. 

William H. Steele, of Montrose, Colo., to be register of the land office 
at Montrose, Colo. # • 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Henry Charl('s Fink, of Lake City, Colo., to be receiver of public 

moneys at Montrose, Colo. 
MEMBER OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 

Major Oswala H. Ernst, Corps of Engineers, United States Army, to be 
a member of the Mississippi River Commission, vice Gillmore, deceased. 

INDIAN AGENT. 
John Blair, of Netawka, Kans., to be agent for the Indians of the 

Pottawatomie and Great Nemaha agency in Kansas. 
CONSUL. 

Thomas Browne, of Montana Territor{, to be consul of the United 
States at Paramaribo. 

POSTMASTERS. 
Henry L. Phillips, at Seaford, Sussex County, Delaware. 
James McLaughlin, at Gloucester City, Camden County, New Jersey. 
John H. Middleton, at West Hoboken, Hudson County, New Jersey. 
Thomas L. Cro~land, at Bennettsville, 1\!arlborough County, South 

Carolina. 
William .A.. Moore, at Yorkville, York County, South Carolina. 
William F. Boyle, at Freeland, Luzerne County, Pennsylvania. 
JohnS. Bryan, at Newton, Bucks County, Pennsylvania. 
Charles B. Crawford, at Mifflintown, Juniata County, Pennsylvania. 
A. B. Herd, at Phillipsburgh, Centre County, Pennsylvania. 
C. Y. White, at Eldred, McKean County, Pennsylvania. 
Sherman T. Pell, at City Island, Westchester County, New York. 
William E. Hottman, at Ellinwood, Barton County, Kansas. 
Alexander C. Hickman, at La Junta, Bent County, Colorado. 
Joseph P. Macey, at Las Animas, Bent County, Colorado. 
James C. Outhouse, at Lamar, Bent County, Colorado. 
Charles F. Howe, at Greenleaf, Washington County, Kansas. 
Charles J. Kerndt, at Bird City, Cheyenne County,, Kansas. 
Taylor W. Scott, at Stafford, Stafford County, Kansas. 
Matthew Thomson, ·at Alma, Wa.baunsee County, Kansas. 

Executive nominations confirmed by tlte Senate ]fay 16, 1888. 
POLICE COURT JUDGE. 

Thomas F. 1\filler, of the District of. Columbia, to be a j ndge of the 
police court of the District of Columbia. 

MINISTER RESIDENT. 
Robert B. Roosevelt, of New York, to be minister resident of the 

United States to the Netherlands. · · 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, May 16,1888. 

The House met at 10 o'clock a.m. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read aud approved. 

HEIRS OF SOLOMON SPITZER. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 

President: 
To tM House of ..Representatives : 

In compliance with a resolution originating in the House of Representatives 
and concurred in by the Senate, I return herewith the bill (H. R. 2699) entitled 
"An act for the relief of the heirs of the late Solomon Spitzer. " 

1 GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE !liANSION, May 15,1888. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the communication just 
read will be laid on the table for the present until the House shall de
termine what disposition shall be made of the bill to which it relates. 

BRA ""CH SOLDIERS' H01\IE1 GRANT COUNTY, INDIANA. 
Mr. STEELE. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKIN

RIDGE] bas withdrawn his objection to the bill which I called up yes
terday, and I now ask unanimous consent that it be taken up and put 
upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana. [Mr. STEELE] asks 
unanimous consent to take up for present consideration a bill (H. R. 
8391) to authorize the location of a branch hom~ for volunteer disabled 
soldiers in Grant County, Indiana, and for other purposes. Is the 
reading of the bill demanded? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Reserving the right to object, I should like to 
bear a statement from the gentleman irom Indiana [Mr. STEELE] as 
to the necessity for this home. 

:Mr. STEELE. The Committee on Military Affairs authorized me 
to report this bill, there being a necessity for additional homes. The 
Superintendent of the National Home reports that there are o'"er nine 
thousand soldiers in the poor-houses, and that every single home now 
existing is not only full, but that soldiers are sleeping on the floors, and 
that there is an actual necessity for additional accommodations. In 
pursuance of that statement this bill has been reported from the Co:w.-
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mittee on Military .AJfairs. It is proposed by the citizens of tbe place 
where the home is to be located to furnish fuel and light free for all 
time to come. The fuel and light at the Dayton home cost last year 
o•er $58,000, to say nothing about the cost of the cartage nf ashes and 
debris a-way from the home. It is thought to be in the interest of 
economy that there should be a home of this character established, and 
established in the center of the region whence most of the soldiers 
came during the late war. I hope ,there will be no objection to the 
p::tssage of this bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The point that I was anxious to have a statement 
about was as to the necessity for the home. Of course, if there is a ne
cessity for it no patriotic citizen will object, but, with a diminishing 
demand for such homes, which is inevitable either now or in the near 
futu.:re, I want to ask the gentleman whether it is certain that the cre
ation of this new home is a necessity. 

.Mr. STEELE. The board of managers report that so far from there 
being a decreasing demand it is constantly increasing, and increasing 
in a very large ratio. They so state in their annual report dated the 
2d of January last. 

1\fr. McMILLIN. Is there anv other home in Indiana? 
Mr. STEELE. No, sir. ~ 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 

this bill? . 
Mr. FARQUHAR. I desire to ask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 

STEELE] whether this bill provides for the erection of a home under 
the auspices of the national Board of Managers; that is, will it receive 
soldiers from other States than Indiana? 

Mr. STEELE. Yes, sir. 
1\fr. McMILLIN. I think it would be well to have the bill read. 
1\fr. FARQUHAR. There is no question at all about itB propriety 

if it contains that provision. I wish to say to the House, in answer to 
the question of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McMILLIN], that 
the State of New York, through the Grand Army of the Republic, has 
built homes for its own soldiers, and yet there are now nearly four 
hundred soldiers that can not find room at the home at Bath. 

Ur. STEELE. That is the condition of affairs throughout the coun
try. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I know that is the case in my own State. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Has Indiana built any soldiers' homes of its 

own? 
1\Ir. STEELE. It has built a B{)ldiers' orphans' home, which is more 

than full now. 
Mr. McMILLIN. What is the appropriation which this bill con-

tains? 
Mr. STEELE. Only $200,000. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Is there a. provision limiting it to that amQunt? 
Mr. STEELE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. SPRINGER. The State of Illinois has built a soldiers' home 

at Springfield, a large and well-appointed institution, and is paying 
all the expenses of it out of the State treasury .. 

Mr. STEELE. So I understand. 
Mr. S:PRINGER. And I do not know but that if this bill passes I 

shall ask to have that Illinois institution turned over to the General 
Government. 

Mr. BIGGS. I would like to have the bill read. 
Mr. BURROWS. It was -read yesterday. 
Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Spea'ker, · the Committee on Military Affairs 

gave this measure very careful consideration before theyd ecided to re
port it favorably. There can be no reasonable objection to the bill and 
it ought to pass. 

Mr. BIGGS. I withdraw the demand for the reading of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. There are several amendments, which will be read. 
The Clerk read ns follows: 

Section I~ line 7, strike out "three hundred and twenty'' and insert "two 
hundred" lmeaning acres of land]. 

Section 3, line 9, after the word "building," insert ''and shall supply an ade
quate quantity of such gas free of cost to the Government." 

Section 4, line I, strike out " and fifty ; " making the eum $200,000, instead of 
~o.ooo. . 

The amendmentB were severally agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 

timej and being engroSJSed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. STEELE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ABBIE SHARP. 
Mr. RICE. I ask unanimous consent that the bill (H. R. 4775) for 

the relief of Abbie Sharp, formerly Abbie Gardner, be taken from the 
Private Calendar and put on it.<J passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he iS hereby, au

thorized and directed to pay the sum of ~.500 out of any money in the Treasury 
of the United States not otherwise appropriated, to Abbie Sharp, formerly Abbie 
Gardner, who was captured and whose family was killed by the Sioux Indians 
at Spirit Lake, in the State of Iowa, on the 8th day of March, A. D.I807. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill, which was ordered to be engro~sed and read a third 1ime; 
and being engrossed, it was aecordingly read the third time, and passed. 

'1\Ir. RICE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

FREEDMEN OF THE CHOCTAW NATION. 
The SPEAKER laid ·before the House a letrer from the Secretary of 

the Interior, transmitting, with accompanying paper, a report from th,e 
CommL"Sioner of Indian Affairs on the present condition of freedmen · 
of the Choctaw Nation, Indian Territory, and submitting a. draught of a 
proposed bill {or their relief; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS . 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre

tary of the Interior, transmitting an amended estimate from the Secre
tary of State of the appropriation for expenses of obtaining and search· 
ing for records in. French spoliation claims; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. _ 

DAMAGES TO SCHOONER SAR.A.H C. WHARF. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre

tary ofthe Treasury, traBsmitting an estimate from the United States 
Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries of appropriation to pay damages 
sustained by the schooner Sarah C. Wharf by collision with the Fish 
Commission steamer Fish Hawk; which was referred to the Commifi.. 
tee ori Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills of the follow

ing titles; which were read a first and second time, and referred as in
dicated: 

The bill (S. 2039) for the relief of the Albemarle and Chesapeake 
Canal Company-to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (S. 437) for the relief of Claude H. Mastin, surviving partner 
of the firm of LeVert & Mastin, of Mobile, Ala.-to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 

the committee had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (H. R. 
9793) authorizing a loan of arms and equipmentB to the Ancient and 
Honorable Artillery Company; when the Spe..1.ker signed the same. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

1\Ir. McMILLIN. I call for the regular order. I move that the 
morning hour for the call of committees be dispensed with, and that 
gentlemen desiring to make reports may file them with the Clerk for 
reference to the appropriate Calendars. 

Mr. BUCHAJ.'{AN. I r ise to a parliamentary inquiry. I understand 
that to-day, immediately after the reading of the Journal, was by spe
cial order set apart for the cons]deration of bills and resolutions re
ported from the Committee on Labor. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. 1\IcMILLIN] whether any arrangement has been 
made or is contemplated by which the business of the Labor Commifi.. 
tee may be assigned to some. other day. I make this inquiry in the 
absence of the chairman of the Committee on Labor, and because I am 
unable to communicate with him. 

Mr. McMILLIN. As the chairman of the committee is absent, I 
can not communicate with him. All I can say to the gentleman from 
New Jersey is that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL], the 
chairman of the Labor Committee, introduced a day or two ago a res
olution, which was properly referred, looking to the assignment of a 
future day for the business of the committee. 

lli. BUCHAN.A..J..~. Does the gentleman recollect the date fixed in 
that resolution? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not. 
The SPEAKER. The resolution was introduced on last Monday, 

and according to the recollection of the Chair it provides for the as
signment of some day during next week. The Chc.ir thinks it is the 
understanding that such assignment shall be made. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Would it be in order, then, tor me to as~ unan
imous consent now that the execution of this special order be deferred 
for one week? 

The SPEAKER. It will be iu order, if the gentleman from Ten
nessee [Mr. McMILLIN] yields for the motion. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The chairman of the Committee on Labor has al
ready taken steps looking to the accomplishment of the object which 
the gentleman from New ,Tersey seeks. The resolution introduced by 
the chairman of the committee has be-en regularly Ieferred. I sympa
thize with the desire of the gentleman from New Jersey in regard to an 
assignment for that business, but I think the resolution on the sub
ject ought to take the regular course. · 

M:r. BUCHANAN. The regular course, :Mr. Speaker, is for the House 
now to proceed with the execution of the order already made; and under 
the regular order the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee would be 
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out of order, because under the special order there is no morning hour 
to-day. · 

The SPEAKER. If the Committee on Labor should call up any bill, 
there would be no morning hour; and unless some arrangement should 
be made, the only way to prevent the consideration of measures from 
that committee to-day would be. to raise the question of consideration 
against each bill as called up. 

J\Ir. BUCHANAN. I have no desire to prolong this discussionorto 
interpose any difficulty. In the absence of the chairman of the com
mittee I simply desired to know the situation. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, then, on the motion of the gen
tlemnn from Tennessee. 

J\Ir. DINGLEY. Doesthe gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BucH
ANAN] ask unanimous consent that the order with reference to business 
ofthe Labor Committee be postponed for one week? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated, in response to the inquiry of the 
gentleman from New Jersey, that there was a motion pending. The 
gentleman can make his request for unanimous consent if action on the 
pending motion be suspended. · 

J\Ir. DINGLEY. It seems to me there ought to be some arrangement 
about this matter. · 

Mr. McMILLIN. There will be no difficulty about it. There was 
an understanding that a future day would be assigned. That under
standing, I infer from all that has occurred, is satisfactory to the chair
lll!ln of the Committee on Labor; and therefore I have made this motion. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If that is the understanding, I am perfectly satis
fied. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. That is the information I desired to elicit. 
:Mr. TARSNEY. The chairman of the committee [Mr. O'NEILL, of 

Missouri] is here now. Let us hear from him. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair ascert.ains that May 22 is the day des

ignated in the resolution offered by the gentleman from Missouri. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. The understanding between the chair

man of the Committee on Ways and Means [Mr. MILLS] and myself 
was that the day for the consideration of reports from the Committee 
on Labor should be deferred until Tuesday next. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I am perfectly content. 
1\Ir. O'NEILL, of Missouri. That was the understanding. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Why not ask unanimous consent now that the drty 

which has been suggested be fixed? 
1\Ir. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I will ask unanimous consent--
1\fr. McMILLIN. The resolution was referred totheCommittee on 

Rtlles; why not let the matter rest in that shape? 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. It was the understanding that they 

would repod the resolution back and give us that day. 
J\Ir. TAULBEE. Does the committee agree to report it back? 
I.Ir. O'NEILL, of Missouri. We understand from members of the 

Committee on Rules that there will be no difficulty about it. 
The question being taken on the motion of Mr. McMILLIN, that 

the morning hour for the consideration of reports be dispensed with, 
and that leave be granted to file reports with the Clerk, it was agreed to. 

TARIFF. 

Jtfr. McMILLIN. I move that the House resolve itself into Com
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of bills raising revenue. . 

The motion was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 

on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair, and resumed 
the consideration of the tariff bill. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, a prominent question is 
now agitating the publi&mind, which largely affects both labor and 
capital. Its ramifications penetrate into all the varied industries of the 
country, which make up the bulk of our prosperity. That one question 
may be summed up in the proposition that if MILLS of Texas does not 
shut up, most of the other mills of the country will have to. If this 
mentionlof the name of the honorable chairman of th~ Ways and Means 
Committee should be considered offensive or unparliamentary, I apol
ogize fur it in advance. , 

That the industries of the mtion during the deluge of debate 
upon the tariff question have been much disturbed is thoroughly well 
known; and the interests involved are to-day anxiously looking for the 
course oflegislation in Congress upon this momentous question, whether 
the over-swollen Treasury shall be r~lieved by a reduction of the tariff 
which at the same time will tend to paralyze the manufacturing in
dustries, and thus produce more financial disasters than would exist 
were the present surplus to be maintained or increased, or whether the 
surplus should be rednced by a reduction in internal-revenue taxation 
or by the purchase and retirement of national bonds, or by a wise dis
tribution of the surplus funds in internal improvementso This sub
ject is well worthy the consideration of every patriotic n,nd thoughtful 
man. 

Thatthepresent tariff system is bynomeansperfect will be admitted 
by every one acquainted with its pra('tical operations. U.s so-called in
iquities have recently been embalmed in quotations of prose and poetry 
by more than a score of able speakers, while another score have con-

tended that the protective system which underlies the present tariff, 
inaugurated more than a century ago, under which our a&:,OTegate rut
tiona! wealth has increased from $13,000,000,000 in 1860 to over $43,-
000,000,000 in 1880, is not to be rudely overthrown by any party or 
power not in sympathy with that system by which our country has 
been so largely benefited. 

This is the issue now presented before this Congress and the country 
and upon which the next Presidential election will undoubtedly turn,for 
the Democratic party which presents this tariff bill before this House 
and before the country have, by the mess..1.ge of the President elected by 
that party and otheTwise, practically declared itself against the protect
ive system and in favor of a modified system which they call "fair 
trade," but which is the opening wedge to whn.t may properly be called 
free trade. 

That question not only affects the manufacturing industries of the 
country, but it also largely affects its agricultural interests. 

It is my privilege, Mr. Chairman, to represent in this Congress a 
district composed of one county in the State of New York, named after 
that honored Democrat, James Monroe, and which is the econd county 
in the United States in point of ~<Yricultural importance, having an area 
of nearly 350,000 acres, and divided into nearly 6,000 farms. All the 
agricultural products incident to that section of the country are in
cluded in the crops of these farms, and among the live-stock are to-day 
nearly 60,000 sheep. While it may be true that in certain sections of 
our country, in the 1ar West, that are wholly agricultural, a less active 
interest is felt in a protective tariff thnn exists in the East, this can 
not be said of the section which I have the honor to represent, because 
of its nearness to the Canadian border, where large quantities of agri
cultural products arc raised, which under any system approximating 
to free trade would come directly in conilict with like products raised 
in Western New York. 

In addition to the importance of our agricultural prooucts our manu
facturing establishments number nearly twel\"e hundred, affording em
ployment to about twenty-five thousand men, to whom is paid annually 
about $6,000,000 in wages, while the capital in>ested in our manu
facturing concerns amounts to about $30,000,000. The >alae of our 
farm products during the year preceding the census of 1880 was nearly 
$6,400,000, while the products of our manufacturing establishments 
aggregated but a little less than $30,000,000, and the annual consump
tion of material therein was about $20,000,000. 

The population of Monroe County to-day is full 200,000, and is esti· 
ma.ted to be nearer 225,000, so that it needs no argument to show that 
the interests of my constituency are deeply concerned in any measure 
proposing a change in the tariff system. ~ 

"The timidity of capital is proverbiaL" "Wealth is but consoli
dated labor.'' No more striking illustration of the truth of these prov· 
erbs can be had than in the fact so widely known and which has been 
chronicled far and wide in the press of both parties, that capital and 
labor throughout our country are to-day seriously agitated upon the 
tariff question. Men fear to embark in any new enterprise which this 
question affects, or even to expand enterprises already established, for 
fear that pending legislation may affect the security of the one or the 
welfare and prosperity of the other. 

My district is a hive . of industry, embracing the manufactures of 
much the lar~er part of all things created by the hand of man that are 
necessary to the comfort of mankind. In that district is consumed 
large quantities of the wool of Ohio, Texas, and other States, the CQt 
ton of the South, the iron and coal of Pennsyhania, the silver of the 
mines of New 1\.fex:ico ancl Nevada, and the gold of California, while 
from our harbor, ranking second upon the south shore of Lake Onta
rio, is shipped immense quantities of coal from the mines of Pennsyl
Yania and vast amounts of the products of our soil and manufactories. 

We produce the choicest nursery stock, and the seeds of the rarest 
flowers; we compete with Europe in the finest of optical works, and 
in the production of some of the finer fabrics, while the clothing and 
shoes of the city of Rochester may be found in every city and State in 
our country, and upon the persons of both the rich and the poor. 

I maintain, Mr. Chairman, that these interests, which are but a typo 
of those found in other cities throughout the land, demand a continance 
of our established policy of protection, and their past prosperity and 
present welfare is a loud protest against the. recently deve1op€d free· 
J;ra,de policy of the Cobden Club as exemplified by the present position 
of the Democratic p:uty. We believe that a policy which has insured 
the success and prosperity which has made the city of Rochester famous 
throughout our country is good enough for the whole country and should 
be maintained. 

There is no doubt that the inYentive genius of the American nation, 
which gives it its foremost rank to-day among the nations of the world 
in all labor-saving appliances employed in manufactures, has been 
largely stimulated by the protective system. The Centennial Exposi
tion of 1876, held in the city of Philadelphia, opened the eyes of many 
people from abroad to the wonderful resources of the United States in 
regard to their inventive genius, and this led to the introduction abroad 
of samples of many of the classes of labor~savin g inventions which have 
there been copied and put into acthe use, and this has led to a large 
development in European countries of their manufacturing industries 
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and to a. cheapening of labor, which has largely reduced the price of 
European products. So that now we are face to face with the chE.-ap 
products of Europe which have been practically brought 'about by the 
protected labor and genius of the United States. The importance 01 

this fact ought to be well understood in considering whether the pro
tective system should be further maintained. 

Free wool appears to be the corner-stone of this Democratic edifice of 
free-trade, with a protective tariff of 40 per cent. upon the manufact
ured products; but this would destroy the wo.ol-growing industry of 
the United States, including the large wool interests of the State which 
has for one of its Representatives the chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means. His responsibility for this action he must settle 
with his constituents. 

The duty on clothing wool of the cheaper class, valued at not ex
ceeding 30 cents a pound, is 10 cenj:s a pound; which, at the maximum 
value, is 331 per cent. ad valorem. . 

The duty on manufactures of wool not specially enumerated, valued 
at not exceeding 80 cents a pound, is 35 cents a pound and 35 per cent. 
ad valorem. Those rates, at the value stated, of 80 cents a pound, . 
amount to 78 per cent. ad valorem. Deducting the duties of 33 per 
cent. on the wool leaves a net duty on the goods of 45 per cent. ad Yl.i

orem. On clothing, ready-made, the duty is 5 per cent. more, or 59 
per cent. ad valorem. 

The duty proposed by the Mills bill (with free wool) on woolen goods 
not enumerated is 40 per cent. ad valorem. The value of the pretense 
that this proposed tariff will give cheaper clothing to the poor and the 
laboring class can therefore be fairly estimated, especially when it is 
borne in mind that the average rate of duty proposed by that bill is 
about 41 per cent. ad valorem. 

Free wool under these circumstances means a destruction of our wool
growing interests, a reduction of duty on woolen goods not sufficient to· 
destroy the manufacturers and entirely too small to be of any practi
caf benefit to the laboring class. Neither the manufacturers nor the 
wool growers are found here clamoring for the proposed change. They 
are content to let well enough alone, and I have been informed by re
liable sources that on some classes of goods with a duty of 40 per cent. 
ad valorem and free wool the duty would be entirely prohibitory, be
cause the goods can· be made in the United Sta-tes at a less cost than 
they can be made in Europe with a 40 per cent. duty added. The 
proposition of free wool under these circumstances is base hypocrisy so 
far as concerns the cheaper clothing of the laboring classes. 

I have heard it stated that my distinguished and honored friend from 
Texas, the chairman of the Committee on Ways and :Means, once on a 
time in a city within the Republican State of Rhode Island, sa.id that 
such a thing as a seamless sock has not been made in the United States, 
and they were only made in Europe by a secret process, the secret be
ing c..·uefnlly guarded, and that they could not possibly be made in th.i3 
county, and that it is foolish to maintain the duty upon them, etc. I 
beg at this point to read a letter which I have received, and it is in
troduced to be followed by an object-lesson to my friend and to those 
who have been misled by his false teachings. Here is the letter, and 
here is the object-lesson: 

RoCHESTER, N. Y., May 14, 1888. 
DEAR Sm: 'Ve take the liberty of writing you, ns the member of Congress 

from·otK district to direct your attention to the effect the Mills tariff bill, if 
passed in its present form, would have upon the industry in which we are en
gaged. We employ about two hundred and fifty persons in the manufacture of 
seamless hosiery, and should this bill become a law would be obliged either to 
force our operati\"esto accept much less wages, or close our factory. At present 
prices our operati>es make only a fair living, but should we be compelled to 
compete with the factories of Europe manufacturing similar goods, with their 
poorly paid labor, we can not see how they could earn enough to keep body 
and soul together. 

We understand 1\Ir. l\Iills at a meeting held on the 19th of February last .. at 
Providence, R. I .. stated thRt seamless hosiery was not made in this country, 
but manufactured entirely in Europe by a secret process. To disabuse your 
mind of this erroneous statement should it have come to your ears, we herewith 
send you a few pairs of the hose made in our factory. There are about five 
hundred factories in this country engaged in making these goods. All of these 
factories, we believe, would be seriously crippled, if not compelled to close their 
door by the passage of this bill. Trusting you will use your utmost efforts to 
effect the defeat of this pernicious measure, we rema.in, 

Yours, very respectfully, 
RocHESTER HOSIERY CoMPANY, 

By E. W. OSBURN, President. 
llou. CHARLES S. BAKE:&, Washington, D. 0. 

These goods now exhibited are of wool, protected -wool, loyal wool, 
and are manufactured in my city. They display the colors of the Amer
ican flag-red, white, and blue. If my friend will visit my city during 
the coming campaign I will take pleasure in making his stay pleasant 
in a social way, and introduce him to the factory and to the fair hands 
that daily turn out these goods by the thousand. The larger ones may 
be sufficient in size to meet the needs of any gentleman from Texas, 
or from any part of that warm section of our country which is so 
potential in the management of affairs, and which is so largely repre
sented on the Committee on Ways and Means. [Laughter.] If the 
bill now under consideration should by any unforeseen calamity become 
a ln.w, the larger ones would be sufficient to hold the scant surplus left 
in the Treasury after a brief operation of the law if his anticipations 
shall be re..'l.lized and he be not mistaken in the effect of his own bill, 
while the smaller ones would be far too ample for the scant remem-

brances of affection likely to be bestowed upon him at next Christmas 
tide by the industries he is endeav-oring in his peculiar way to 'sassist." 
[Renewed laughter.] I have the honor to present these to my good friend 
trom Texas. They will prove to him to be the only samples of free 
wool upon which ills eyes will everfeast. [Laughter.] Ifhechooses 
he may divide these samples, sending the red ones to the President, the 
white ones to the Speaker, and the blue ones he may retain for himself; 
as typical of his feelings at the end of the session when he beholds the 
defe..'\t of the measure on which he bas staked the fortunes of his party. 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican side. J 

In a speech made by the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[1\Ir. RANDALL] inpy city during the last Presidential canvass he had 
much to say about the protective policy of the political party with 
which he was then affiliated. He attempted to s:onvince my people 
that the party to which he then belonged was not a free-trade party. 
I hope he will visit our city again this full, and if he will tell the 
people the truth as to his former political associates (which he no 
doubt sadly I'egrets he did not do then), I assure hilp. that the majority 
of 5,076 then given for the Republican ticket will be swollen to 7,500, 
especially if our candidate shall be able to steer clear of alliterating 
divines during his canvass. I but voice the sentiments of my people 
when advising a repeal or a material modification of internal-revenue 
taxes at the very earliest day practicable. They are inquisitorial in 
their nature, fetter the products of our owu country, are antagonistic 
to the principles of both of the great political parties as they existed 
at the time of their adoption, and were only created to meet the neces
sities of the war-a. necessity which no longer exists . .. [Applause.] 

We would be gbd to have the inequalities of the tariff revised, but 
it looks as if any such action will have to wait for the Fifty-first Con
gress to have it wisely done, as at that time I confidently expect that 
the party with which I have the honor to be identified will administer 
the reins of Government, and so shape the course of legislation. }.lean
while we may observe the entire lack of a wise and statesmanlike course 
pursued by our Democratic fi'iends in upholding their professions pre
sented to the country in other lines than those of tariff as a justifica.
tion of our lack of confidence in any revision of the tariff which they 
could possibly make. Their so-c..'llled civil-service reform has become the 
laughing-stock of the country. Their administration of the postal laws 
and regulations, both as concerns our domestic intercourse and those 
affecting our intercourse with Canada, luwe been the subject of loud 
complaints from many quarters. It would seem as if that party were 
the lineal descendants of the gentleman who stood on the corner of one 
of the streets in Jerusalem and thanked God that he was not a.s other 
men were, and then went off and exemplified by his life and actions 
that he was below the level of his fellow-men. 

The nearness of my district to the Canadian border necessarily makes 
intimate relations between the interests of my constituents and those 
of our neighbors residing upon the other side of our boundary. On the 
2d day of last month I introduced a resolution into this House calling 
attention to the situation at that date of the breach of faith of the Ca. 
rutdian Government in exacting duties upon nursery stock and seeds, 
which were put upon our free-list in 1883. That I'esolution is as fol
lows: 

Whereas "Her Majesty. by and with the advice and consent of the Senat-o 
and House of Commons of Canada," did by due statutory enactment, assented 
to May 15. 1879, provide that "any or all of the following articles, that is to say, 
animals of all kind , green fruit, hay, straw, bran, seeds of all kinds, vegetables, 
including potatoes and other roots; plants, trees, and shrubs, coal and coke, 
salt, bops, wheat, peas and beans, barley, rye, oats, Indian corn, buckwheat, 
and all other grain; flour of wheat and flour of rye, Indian meal and oatmeal, 
and .flour or meal of any other grain; butter, cheese, fish (salted or Sinoked), 
lard, tallow, meats (fresh, salted, or smoked), and lumber, may be imported 
into Canada free of duty, or at a. less rate of duty than is provided by this act, 
upon proclamation of the governor in council, which may be issued whenever 
it appears to his satisfaction that similar articles from Canada. may be imported 
into the United States free of duty, or at a rate of duty not exceeding that pay· 
able on the same under such proclamation when imported into Canada;" and 

'Vhereas the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled did, by act approved March 3, 1883, duly pro
vide that plants, trees, shrubs, and ,,.ines of all kinds, and seeds of all kinds, 
fresh fish, fruits, green, ripe, or dried, eggs, and a large number of articles spe
cifically named should be admitted into the United States free of duty; in con
sequence whereof it appears that large quantities of plants, trees, shrubs, vines, 
aud seeds, eggs, aggregating in value in the year 1835 Sl,831,000; in the year 
188(), $1,728,000; in the year 1887,$1,827,000, and great quantities of fish and other 
products of the Dominion of Canada. have been imported into the United States 
duty free, while that government has neglected, failed, and refused to keep or 
observe Her Majesty's standing offer of reciprocity in respect of the articles 
specified, or of many of them, and ha>e, as is alleged, exaded large sums by 
way of duty upon many of the articles specified, which have been imported into 
Canada. from the United States; and haYe, as is alleged, levied and assessed ad 
"\"alorem duties upon American goods at the actual retail price or ,·alueatwhich 
such goods are sold for home consnmption even when shipped, imported, and 
sold in large quantities at wholesale prices, notwithstanding and in disregard 
and violation of the spirit and letter of the Canadian statutes; and 

Whereas it is claimed on the part of Canadian officials that the citizens of the 
United States can avail thern.selves of the privileges of reciprocity under the act 
first above quoted only after all the articles therein specified shall be admitted 
free of duty by United States laws: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
report as speedily ns practicable to this House the kinds and quantities of good:! 
and products imported into the United States from Oa.nada. free of duty during 
the past five years, and also the quantities of similar goods and products ex
ported from the United States into Canada. during the same period, together 
with a statement in detail, showing the amount of dnties, specific and ad valorem, 
paid thereon, to the end and purpose of ultimate recovery thereof, and of an a.d· 

.• 
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justmen ~of the d i ffereoces resulting from such breach of faith on the part oft. he 
Canadian Government. . 

Resolved, further, That the Committee on Ways and Means report to the House 
within ten days a bill providing: 

First. For au a.d valorem duty of 25 per cent. upon all plants, trees, shrubs, and 
vines of all ki nus i rnported into the United States from the Dominion of Canada. 

Second. For a specific duty of 5 cents per dozen upon eggs so imported. 
Third. Fora specific duty of1 cent a pound upon all fish so imported. 
Fourth. That in all cases a duty shall be imposed upon all goods and products 

now on the free-list whenever similar goods and products are subject to duty 
under the laws of Canada, at a rate equal to that imposed thereunder. 

Fifth. That ad valorem duties imposed by the laws of the United States on 
goods, wares, and merchandise imported from foreign countries shall be as
se !Wd upon the actual retail price or Yalne at which such goods are sold for 
home consumption in the country of production or export, whenever in the 
country of such production or export ad valorem duties upon goods, wares, and 
merchandise imported into such country from the United States area sessed upon 
the retail price or value at which such goods are sold for home consumption in 
the United States. • 

This resolution was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and, under the rules of the House, should have been reported within 
seven days, but thus far no report has been made; but, in common with 
the many petitions and communications that have been sent-to that com
mittee in behalf of American industries, it has, I fear, slept the sleep 
that knows no waking. Despairing of any action of the committee, I 
addressed the Canadian authorities upon the st1bject, and deem it but 
fair to state that they have since, somewhat reluctantly, declared nur
sery stock free, and, by a later proclamation, have also put seeds on 
their free-list. 

Nevertheless, I am assured that there has been inaugurated in the 
Canadian House of Commons a measure to restore the" duty upon some 
or all of those articles of commerce, while the people of the Dominion 
continue to avail themselves, and, with confidence of uninterruption, 
of the privileges accord¢ by the measures adopted by our Congress for 
their benefit. 

During the three years last past we have paid for egga from Canada 
$5,386,000, while the products of the great American hen have gone 
entirely unprotected . 

''Can these things be, and overcome us like a summer cloud, without 
our special wonder?'' 

Early in the present session I introduced a bill to correct the injus
tice under which two large industries in my city suffer nuder the pres
ent tariff, which bill was referred t.o the Ways and .M:eans Committee. 
The merits of the case were made plain in a letter which I had printed 
and presented to the committee, which letter I will read, because it 
gives facts which should be understood by this House and by the coun
try.. 

ROCHESTER, N. Y ., January 26, 1888. 
Ron. C. S. BAKER, 

House of Representatives. 
SIB: .A.s constituents of yours doing business at Rochester, N. Y., we desire 

to submit for your consideration, and through you to call the attention of Con
gress to certain facts and statements in support of the bill (H. R. 5660) introduced 
by you into the House of Representa.tive3 on January 23,1888, to regulate the 
admission into the United States of photographic print-paper, which bill was 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Our business consists in the preparation of this class of paper by special treat
ment for the use of photographers. The plain paper of this grade is all made 
at two mills, one situated near Lyons, France, and the other one at Malmedy, 
Germany. '£he difficulties attendant upon its manufacture have been so great, 
and the consumption of the paper so comparatively small, that the two mills 
specified have for the past ten or fifteen years practically monopolized its man
ufacture and, no doubt, will continue to do so. Some efforts have been made to 
manufacture it in the United States, but because of the small quantity of it used 
and the difficulties connected with its manufact.ure these efforts have not been 
crowned with success. 

From 1861 to 1883 the duty on this class of paper was 35 per cent. ad valorem, 
and under the tariff of1883, now in force, it is 2..'l per cent., it being included un
der the provision for'' paper not otherwiseprovided for,'' so thatfor over twenty
five years there has been a. substantial protective duty on this class of paper, 
sufficient to develop its production in this country if there was any likelihood 
of its being made a profitable branch of indus try. It is of a peculiar character, 
readily distinguishable from any other grade or class of paper by any expert in 
paper, quite as much so as" printing-paper, unsized, used for books and news
papers exclusively," or "paper sized or glued, suitable only for printing-paper," 
for each of which classes special provision is made in the tarift' at rates of duty 
far below those fixed on the general class of paper not svecially named in the 
tariff. 

Photographic print paper commands a very high price, costing, deli,·ered in 
New York without duty, from 50 to 55 cents per pound. When imported in 
sheets the name of the manufacturer is impressed in a water-mark on each 
sheet, and when imported in rolls thewater-marka.ppears on every3 feet of the 
roll. Aside, however, from its distinguishing characteristics, its price is so high 
as to make it unsuitable for any other use than its legitimate one of printing 
pictures from negatives taken by photographers. There would, therefore, be 
no danger to the revenue in giving this grade of paper a. separate classification 
under the tariff, no more so than in the case of paper for books and newspapers 
a"Dd printing-paper, and the special provisions made in the tariff for these classes 
of paper have been attended with no difficulties in the way of their execution, 
the character of the paper bei~ found to be a sufficient test to determine its 
classification. This statement will apply with equal force to photographic print 
paper. 

II. Before the paper is available for t.he uses to which it is to be applied, it 
must undergo several processes. One is called albumenizing, which consists 
in coating the paper with the white of eggs. Another is in coating the paper 
with a mixture of gelatine and bromide of silver. This process is called sensi
tizing. The paper is imported in three conditions, namely, plain, abumenized, 
and sensitized. It is sold to photographers only in two conditions: first, sensi
tized, in which condition it is ready for use; and, second, albumenized. When 
sold in the latter condition the photographer himself performs the work of sensi
tizing. The business of albuminizing and sensitizing paper in the United States 
was commenced only a few years since, but has already become an important 
branch of industry, and with proper encouragement can be enlarged both for 
our own and foreign markets. 

Messrs. D. Hovey's Sons, one of the firms whose names are attached hereto, 
are engaged in the business of albumenizing the paper, and in this work they 
have been a<;customed to use from s~x hundt·ed t-o a._thousand dozen of eggs per 
day, the whites of the eggs only bemg wed for thts purpose, the yelkR being 
barreled and shipped to Gloversville, N.Y., to be used in dressing lenther for 
the manufacture of gloves. This gives a large market to the poultry products 
of that region, and is a material help to the f11.rrning interests. In their business 
they have been accustomed to employ as mauy as 100 hands, and about the 
same number are employed by the Eastma(l Company, the oLhet· firm signing 
this memoriaL The latter firm, in their business ot sensitizing; paper, use about 
$5,000 worth of silyer per month, or ~.000 per year. 

The machinery they use is intricate and expensive, and it has been invented 
and patented by persons connected with the company. It is only by their su
perior processes, aided by their machinery. that they have at all been able to 
compete with the foreign product, the foreigners having the great advantage 
of cheap materials and cheap labor. In addition to supplying the home market, 
the Eastman Company are large exporters of coateu paper, and if they could 
have their raw paper free and a. reasonable duty on their finished product, they 
could command a. very much larger trade abroad. They paid duty last year 
amounting to some $2,000 on paper which they had coated and which was ex
ported to foreign couotries, which duty was not retnrned to them by way of 
drawback. 

liL The duty on both the plain paper and the coated article wns originally 
held to be, under the tariff act of 18!!3, 25 per cent. ad valorem, the article, 
whether coated or plain, being regarded only as paper, dutiable under the pro
visions for" paper not otherwise provided for." 'l~his arrancrement still gave 
the foreigner an advantage, because it enabled him to import his finished prod
uct at the same rate of duty as was imposed on the plain paper, and it was then 
only by our improved processes and machinery, developed at a. great expendi
ture of time and money, that we were enabled to compete with the foreign arti
cle and thereby control a part of the horne trade. 

But last year the Treasury Department put in force a ruling founded on the 
verdict of a jury in a case brought before a United States court, that the alLu
menized and sensitized paper was no longer paper, but wa.; an article which, 
by the distinct and additional processes it had undergone, was to be regarded as 
"a manufacture of paper," dutiable under the act o f 18!:!3 at only 15 per cent. 
ad valorem, and that ruling is still in force. This presents the anomalous con
dition of the finished product paying a. less rate of duty tba.u the raw material 
or plain paper from which it is made, and reverses all ordinary and well-estab
lished principles of tariff legislation. 

It was a serious blow to an industry which, under the former condition of af
fairs, was already struggling for existence, and we believe that no m·gument is 
necessary to convince you or any other member of Congress that the present 
condition of the tariff in this respect should not be permitted to continue, but 
that a duty !ufficient to encourage_the domestic manufacturer should be placed 
on the coated paper, leaving the plain paper to be placed on the free-list or to 
bear a very low rate of duty. We do not seek to htwe the duty on the finished 
article placed so high as to increase the cost to the ultimate consumer; but we 
do ask that we may be placed in a position where we can furnish the article to 
the consumer somewhere near as cheaply as the foreigner does. 

As the tarifl:' now stands, the foreign albumenized paper can be delivered 
here at a. cost of $5 less than t.he article coated in the United States. If the plain 
paper is put at the same rate of duty as the albumenized, the foreign article 
could be delivered here for S4 a ream less than the paper coated here. If the 
plain paper is made free of duty and the coated article is put at 15 per cent. &.d 
valorem the cost of the foreign article would be 2.50 per ream less than that 
made here. If the plain paper is put at 1o per cent. ad valorem and the coated 
article at 25 per cent. ad valorem the foreign article can be delivered here for 
S2 per ream less than the home product. If the plain paper is made free of duty 
and the coated paper 25 per cent. ad valorem the foreign article can still be de-
livered herefor60 cents less thau the article coated in the Unit~d States. Group• 
ing these statements and numbering them for ready reference we have: 

No. 1. (Same as now) $5 against American industry. 
No. 2. (Both at lo per cent.) S4 against. 
No.3. (Plain free, coated 15 per cent.) $2.50 against. 
No.4. (Plain 15 per cent., coated 25 per cent.) $2 against. 
No. 5. (Plain free, coated 25 per cent.) 60 cents against. 
The propositions that we favor the most, and which should be adopted as a. 

matter of fairness and justice to domestic interests, are those marked three and 
five, in both of which the plain paper is made free and the coated paper is p~ 
at 15or .25 percent. ad valorem. A duty of15 percent. on the coated paper, w\th 
plain paper free of duty, would be a substantial benefit to us; but the only 
change which would really meet the situation and establish both branches·of our 
business on a positive basis would be the admission of the plain paper free of 
duty, n.nd a. duty of 25 per cent. ad valorem on the coated article. 

'Ve respectfully ask that you urge upon the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and upou the other members of Congress, that a. provision of the character last 
named be embodied in any tariff bill which may be adopted by Congress. 

Respectfully, yours, 
D. HOVEY SONS, AND 
THE EASTMAN DEY-PLATE AND FILM: Co., 

Of .Rochest~r. New Yark. 
. This communication, as well as the bill introduced by me to correct 
that manifest injustice, like the resolution before mentioned, are both 
enjoying that endless sleep in the committee-room so fatal to many 
other remonstrances of like character. The Mills bill takes no notice 
of the proposed measure, nor does it propose to interfere with the foreign 
productions of which my friends are competitors, though one of the 
firms signing the petition uses one thousand dozen of eggs a week in 
the process of albumenizing photographic paper, and the other uses 
$5,000 worth of silver a month in sensitizing paper for use in photog
raphy. 

Is it good policy to allow such industries to languish and die, em
ploying as they do about two hundred hands, on which some seven 
hundred or more people are dependent for their daily bread? I say, 
and with a reverential spirit, that the prayer taught us by our Divine 
Master is, "Give us this day our daily bread," but that is subject to 
the caution that the Lord helps those who help themselves, and to the 
further command that charity, which is the greatest of all virtues, 
begins at home. 

I do not intend to fail in impressing upon this House, even at the 
hazard of repetition, the importance of the relations which exist be
tween Western New York and Canada. And on that point it will be 
well to observe the recent master stroke of diplomacy by which our 
Postmaster-General, coming as he does from that State where rural and 
backwoods simplicity not wholly Jeffersonian is supposed to prevail, 
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has secured an amendment to the recent postal treaty between our 
Government and the Dominion of Canada, by which the rates of po-st
age on merchandise both ways are largely increased, and for which the 
people of both countries will undoubtedly bless their respective but 
not respected Postmasters-General. [Applause on t.he Republican side.] 

Executive Document 293, of :May 3, is respectfully recommended to 
the House and the country for consideration in this connection. Nor 
must I fail to mention the policy our Canadian friends have seen fit to 
pursue in the matter of their valuation of our imports. I have caused 
to be examined the various tariffs of the nations of the world, and, so 
far as they make distinct mention of the subject, they are in accord 

. with our own, which fixes the ad vaiorem duties upon the wholesale 
price of the commodity in the markets of the country of production. 
This rule is in accordance with the laws of trade, as all commercial 
transactions of any moment are based on that rule. But Canada has 
seen fit to make a very harassing exception to this rule, and imposes 
her duties upon the retail value at which the goods are sold for con
sumption in the countries of production, and as the United States in 
the great bulk of her common necessities is the only country she has 
to deal with, it means an assessment of duty upon the retail value, the 
value at which goods enter into daily consumption in the homes, and 
not in the markets, of the United States. 

Tae New York Tribune of Monday, May 14, instant, contained an 
nble letter by Mr. Joseph Nimmo, jr., upon the subject of our com
mercial relations with Canada, which should be read by every one. In 
his comments upon that letter the editor, in the same issue, said: 

OUR NORTIIERN :NEIGHBOI!. 

Mr. Nimmo's letter published on another page contains information that is 
greatly needed by Congress and the country. It treats of the relations of the 
Dominion of Canada to Great Britain and the United States, and of various vio
lations of treaty law and covenanted reciprocity. Senator FRYE late in .January 
Fent to the Committee on Foreign Relations resolutions of inquiry respecting 
these abuses, and this letter virtually supplies the information which was then 
calle.d for. It also refers in detail to the grievances which Representatives 
DINGLEY, NUTTING, andBAKERhave brought to light in t.he House. Mr. Nimmo 
is not only master of the subject, but also of his temper. The relations of the 
Dominion to the United S tates are discussed with as much dignity as intelli
gence, and his statements of fact are not vitiated by a single unfriendly expres
sion or the faintest reference to the subject of annexation. 

Some of the specific counts in the indictment against Canada. may be brie!'l.y 
mentioned. By an order of council a. rebate of 18 cents per ton has been allowed 
on the tolls on grain passing through the Weiland and St. Lawrence canals, if 
shipment be made to Montreal. This is a. premium offered for the diversion of 
American commerce from American seaports and transportation lines. This 
is nn open infraction of article 27 of the treaty of 'Vashington, and should be 
met by the immediate imposition of a tonna.gc tax on all Canadian vessels pass
ing through the Sault Ste. Marie Canal. In like manner the international ar
rangements relating to the transit trade, which is of immense value to Canadian 
corporations, are violated in Manitoba, where the Dominion Government re
fuses to allow grain to be shipped in bond over American railroads to Montreal. 
For five years Canada has failed to place on the free-list various articles from 
which duty was entirely taken off in the United States when the !Griff was re
vised; and this neglect is in direct violation of an act passed by the Dominion 
Parliament in 1879 providing for reciprocity in this respect whenever the same 
articles should be admitted from Canada. without payment of duty. Other in
s tances of bad faith are given in connection with a. brief summa.ry of the denial 
of commercial privileges to American fishermen in Canadian harbors. 

The conclusion of the whole matter is this: Canada. has been allowed to im
pose upon the forbearance and good nature of the United States. The restraints 
of international law and the engagements of reciprocal compacts do not inter
fere with sharp practice by which temporary advantages may be secured for the 
commerce of the Dominion. The ambitious designs of Canada have been pur
sued in a particularly aggressive spirit since the present Administration has 
been in power in Washington. Its Government and railway corporations have 

. acted on the principle that any favor that might be wanted would readily be 
granted by the State and Treasury Departments, and that no indignities or out
rages offered to fishermen would be resented, and that no commercial privileges 
withheld in violation of positive engagements would be demanded under men
ace of retaliation. The time is rapidly approaching when retalia.tion must be 
the an wer to every act of injustice and every infringement upon the principles 
of international comity. Canada., by persisting in taking advantage of Ameri
can tolerance and magnanimity, must in the end exhaust the patience of the 
powerful nation which freely and generously shares with it all the advantages 
of its geographical position. 

I take pleasure, :Air. Chairman, in commending to this House and to 
the count.ry these matters, believing that if the people's Representa
tives much longer neglect their duty in respect of these things, the 
people will in thunder tones be heard in condemnation of all those who 
by vote and voice shall strike down our American industries for the 
benefit of those of Canada or of any other Government. 

Let me ask, Mr. Chairman, are we as a nation ready to admit the 
people and the industries of Canada or of any other country to all the 
rights, benefits, and privileges of our country; to the enjoyment with
out let or hinderance of our markets upon the thin pretext that we must 
needs have a free foreign market for our surplus products, and with
out imposing any of the duties and obligations under which every 
American citizen rests? 

It has been stated that England's labor produces in twelve days all 
that is required for a year's consumption. If that be true, what won
der, then, that England, backed by her Cobden Club and her American 
allies, should engage in the great effort now being made to command 
the markets of the New World for the surplus of her cheap and under
paid labor? The debate upon this all-absorbing topic, able, exhaustive, 
destined, in my judgment, to rank as the greatest of modern times, has 
impressed me as calling for but one of two results. While the pending 
bill professes to be only a modification of the existing tariff the logic of 
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all the arguments in favor of it is irresistably towards free trade by the 
shortest route possible under existing circumstances. 

While the voice of the great masses who unfortunately are represented 
by the minority upon this floor is overwhelmingly opposed to the bill 
''as tending to break down the barriers which defend American labor 
from competition with the pauper labor of Europe and Asia, and to 
reduce the families of the American workingmen to the foreign lever 
of cheapness and poverty," I may be permitted at this point to intro
duce tables (for which I am indebted to our worthy Chief of the Bureau 
of Statistics, Col. W. F. Switzler) illustrating the comparative weight 
of influence of those now asserting the right to control the future of 
our American industries as against the great North, the West, and the 
East, where the bulk of our industries are located. If the gentlemen 
now engaged in this ''great rebellion ' ' against the prosperity of our 
industrial interests would display equal zeal in inviting the industry 
and enterprise that have combined to make us great as a nation to 
locate in and spread over the ''Sunny South,'' we should see in less 
than a decade a new order of things there, and the Cobden Club would 
look in vain for recruits upon the floors of Congress. 

Observe th~e tables. They are freighted with interesting and sug
gestive figures. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTlJJS, 
Washington, D. C., May 15, 1888. 

SIR: In compliance with your request. I have the honor to transmit to you 
herewith the following tables, compiled from the census of 1880, to wit: 

Table A, showing the value of farm products in each State and Territory of 
the United States. 

Table B, showing the capital invested, number of employes, amount of wages 
paid, and value of tlle products of manufa-ctures in each State and Territory of 
the United States. 

Respectfully, yours, 
Wl\1. F. SWITZLER, 

Chief of Bu,·eau. 
-Ron. CHARLES S. BAKER. M. C., 

House of Rep1·esenlalives, Washington, D. C. 

A.-Table showing the value of farm p rod.uctions in each Slate and Tel'rilory of the 
Unued Slates according to the census of 1880. 

States and Territories. 

.Alabama ... . .. ................... .... ...... . ..... . .. ............. . , ....................... ....... . 
Arkansas ................................................................... ......... .. ........... . 
Delaware ... ... .. .... .. .......... . ... ............................................................. . 
Florida .......... ................................................. . ................................ . 
Georgia ......................... .................................................................. .. 

~~~!~~~!::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::.::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Estimated 
value of all 
farm pro
ductions. 

~[~~lf.:·;::::i:E:···:::i:::·:.~;·-~;:::.;H:::~~~:::::\:\::;::::.::::JD::::::: I 

tti56, 872, 99-! 
43,796,261 

6,320,345 
7, 439,392 

67, 028,929 
63,850,155 
42,883,522 
28,839,281 
63,701,844 
95,912,660 
51,72!1,611 

~ 41, 108, 112 
62, 076,311 
65,204,329 
45,726,221 
19,300,04.9 

Tennessee .................... ... ................... .................. ............ ..... ... ....... .. 

~!:;i~i~:: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::.:·::: 
West Virginia .. ... . ........... . ........ ........ ............................. ................... . 

Total Southern .............. ~ .. ......... ............................................ .. 761, 850,016 

Connecticut ..... ..... . ...... ... ... ...... ..... ... . .. . .. .... ... .. . ......... ... .. .... ...... ........ 18, 010, 075 
l'>fai.ne .. .. .. ... .. . .... .. ...... ... .. . ... .. . ...... ...... . ..... ... ... ... ... ...... ...... ... ... ..... . ..... 21, 945, 489 
l'>Iassachnsetts. .. .......... ................................. ...... ...... .................. ...... 24,160,881 
New Hampshire .......................................................... ... .. .. . ..... . ...... 13,474,330 
Rhode Island ............ _...................................................................... 3, 670, 135 
Vermont........................................................................................... 22, 082,656 

Total New England.. .. ...... .................. .................................... 103,343,566 

Arizona........................................................................... ........... ...... 614,327 
California............................ ............ .. . ........... .... . ........ ..... . . . . .. .... ...... 59, 721, 42.> 
Colorado ....................................................................................... -::-. 5, 0.'35, 228 
Dakota............ ................................................................................. 5. 648, 814 
District. of Columbia.............................. .......................................... 514,441 
Idaho ..................... : ............................................ :........................... 1,515,314 
Illinois .. ... .............................. ::........................................................ 203,980,137 
Indiana. ..................................................................................... , ...... 114,7fll,082 
Iowa ....................................................................................... :......... 136, 103, 473 
Kansas...... ..... .... ...... .. .... ................................................................... 52, 240, 361 
Michigan.................................... ...................................................... 91,!59,858 
Minnesota........ ............................................................................... . 49,468,951 
Montana ... ... .................... ............. ...................... ............................. 2, 024,923 
Nebraska.............................................. ... ......................................... 31,708,914 
Nevada........... . ............ .... ... .............................................................. 2, 855,449 
New .Jersey...................................................................................... 29,650, 756 
New Mexico................................................................................... . 1, 897, 974 
New York....................... . ................................................................ 178,0?....5,695 
Ohio.................................................................................. ................ 156,777,152 
Oregon... .. .. ... ............. ... .. ................................................................. 13, 234, 548 
Pennsylvania................................................................................... 129,760, 476 
Utah................................................................................................. 3, 337,410 

;r:!~;~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::·:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::.·::::.·:.:::: . 7t ~~;: ~: 
Wyoming ........................... , ......................................... _ ........ -....... 372,391 

1-----
Total all other: ........................................................................ 1,347,347,345 

: 

Total United States.................................................................. 2, 212,540,927 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS, May 15,1888, 

--
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B.-Tablo showing the capital im·ested, the number of cmJJloyes, the amount of wages 
paid, and the value of the product& ofmanujaclu1·es in each Stale and Terl'iiory of 
Ute United States, acco1'ding to the census of 1880. 

-

States and Territo- Capital in- INumbe• Amount Value Popula· 
ries. vested. of em· of wages of products. iion. 

p~oyes. paid. 

Alabama .................. $9,608,008 10,019 ~,500,504 513,5~504 1,262,505 
.A1;kansas .................. %, 953,130 4,557 925,358 6, 75 , 159 802,525 
Delaware .................. 15,655,822 12,638 4, 267,349 20,514,438 146,608 
Florilla. ..................... 3, 210,680 5,504 1,270,875 5,546,448 269,493 
Georgia .................... 20,672,410 24,!IT5 5,266,152 36,440,938 1,542,1 0 

~~[:~~ :::::::·:::::.:::: 45,813,039 37,391 11,657,844 75,483,377 1,648,690 
11,462,468 12,167 (,360,371 24,205,183 939,046 

Maryland ................. 53,742,384 74,94.5 18,904,965 106, 708, 563 934,043 
Mississippi ............... 4, 7'1:7,600 5,8'1:7 1,192, 645 7,518,302 1,131,597 
Missouri .................. 72,507,84.4 63,995 24,309,716 165, 386, 205 2,168,380 
North Carolina ......... 13,W5,639 18,109 2, 740,768 20, 095, 037 . 1,399, 750 
South Carolina ......... 11,205,894 22,128 2,836,289 16,738,008 995,577 
Tennessee ................. 20,092,845 ~.445 5,254, 775 37,074,886 1,542,359 

~i:~~i;;:::::::::::·:::::.·:.: 9, 245,561 12,159 3,343,0ffl 20,719,928 1,591, 749 
26,968,990 40,184 7,425,261 51,780,002 1,51!!,565 

West Virgina ............ 13,883,390 14,3ll 4,313, 965 22,867,126 618,4..:>'7 

Total Southern 
381, 254 1100, 569, 924 States ............... 339, 855,704 631,473,104 18,507,324 

=== 
COnnecticut .............. 120, 480, 275 112,915 43,501,518 185, 697, 211 622,700 
Maine ....................... 49,988,171 52,954 13,6~,318 79,829,793 648,936 
Massachusetts .......... 303, 806, 185 852,255 128, 315, 362 631, 135, 284 1, 783,085 
New Hampshire ...... 51,112,263 48,831 14,814,793 73,978,028 346,991 
Rhode Island ............ 75,575,943 62,878 21,355,619 104, 163, 621 276,531 
Vermont .................. 23,265,224 17,540 5,164,479 '31, 35<1, 366 33!!,286 

Total New Eng-
l:l.ndStates ....... 624, 228, 061 647,373 226, 775, 089 1, 106, 158, 303 4,010, 529 

Arizona ..................... 272,000 220 111, ISO 618,365 4.0,4~0 
California .................. 61,243,784 43,693 21,065,905 116, 218, 973 8&-1,604 
Colorado ................... 4,311, 714 5,074 2,314,427 14,260,159 194,327 
Dakota. ..................... 771,428 868 339,375 2,373, 970 135,177 
District of Columbia 5,552,526 7,146 3, 924,612 11,882,316 177,624 
Idaho ........................ 677,215 388 136,326 1,'l:ll,317 3~,610 
Illinois ..................... 14.0,652,066 : 144,727 57,429,085 414, 864, 673 3,077,rn 
Indian!\ .................... 65,442,962 69,5(18 21,960,888 148,006,411 1, 978,301 
Iowa. ........................ 33, !)87,886 28,372 9, 725,962 71,W5,926 1,624, 615 
Kansas ..................... 11,192,315 12,062 3, 995,010 30, 84.3, 777 996,096 
Michigan ................. 92,930,959 77,591 25,313,682 150, 715, 025 1,636, 937 
1.\finnesota ................ 31,004,811 21,247 8,613,094 76,065,198 780,773 
Jl>Iontana .................. 899,390 578 318, 75\J 1,835, 867 39,159 
Nebraska .................. 4,881,150 4,793 I, 742,311 12,627,336 452,402 
Nevada ..................... 1,323,300 577 461,807 2,179,626 62,2G6 
New .Jersey .............. 106, 226. 593 126,038 46,083,045 204,380,236 1,131,116 
New 1\Ie:x::ico .... : ........ 4.63,275 557 218,731 1. 284,84.6 119,565 
Ne'v York ................. 514, 246, 575 531,533 198, 634, 029 1, 080, 696,596 5,082,871,.. 
OWo .......................... 188,939,614 183,609 62,103,800 348, 298, 390 3,198,062 
Oregon ...................... 6,312,056 3,4.73 1,667,046 10,931,282 174,768 
Pennsylvania ............ 4i4, :no, wa 387,072 134, 055, 904 744, 818, 445 4, 282,891 
Utah ......................... 2,656, 657 2,495 &'>3, 863 4, 324, 992 143, 963 
Washington ............. 3,202,497 I, 147 532,226 3, 250, 1341 75, 116 
Wisconsin ................ 73,821,802 57,109 18,814,917 128, 2-35, 4 9 1, 315, 497 
Wyoming ................. 36l, 673 391 l!IT,7!}S 898, 494 20, 789 

Total all other 
3, 631,947,784/27,637,930 States .............. 2,526, 188, 8-11 1,710,260 620, 608, 78Z 

Total United 
947, 9::>3, 7!>5 ,5, 369,579, l!ll ,50, 155,783 States ............... 2, 790, 2i2, 606 2,7~,895 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BuREAU OF 8TATIS1:IC3, May 15, 1888. 

Therefore, whenever the tariff is properly revised, whether in its ratea 
of duty or in its administrative provisions, it should be re"\'ised by its 
friends, it should be done carefully and discreetly and with a reference 
to the wants of our people rather than to those of foreign nations, who, 
however they may supply us with their surplus of population, have 
no identity of interest with us and have no right to absorb our su.rplns 
of wealth by methods oflegaliz~ed injustice. 

That the bill now before us is not an honest bill will, I think, be 
apparent to any unprejudiced mind that gives it pr~per consideration. 
It covers only a portion of the tariff and laps over on to the tariff of 
1883, and so will produ.ce perplexing questions for the Department a.nd 
the courts as to what commodities are dutiable under the old tariff and 
what under the new. 

It would undoubtedly place ores not specified, in the free-list, be
cause the provision for ''mineral sobs tances in a crude state and metals 

' unwrought" at lines 130 and 131 of the free-list are amply sufficient 
to cover all ores not specified, even though such ores may be mentioned 
in the prior tariff, as it is a familiar principle ofla.w that where a stat
ute covers the same ground as that previously in existence and which 
is repugnant thereto the former statute is repealed. If this action was 
intended, why not come out and decla.re iron and other oreg on the free
list; if it was not so intended, why not make it so plain that eV'en a 
Democrat appointed to sit at the receipt of custom by this severely h(}n
est.A.dministration may not administer it without dispute? 

:Many features of the bill seem to indicate a series of" strikes and 
trndcs." First, strike either by omission or commission some promi
nent bmnch of industry. Then wait and see what support can be 
gathered to the other part of the bill by correcting wllat was inserted 
or by supplying what was omitted. 

The sugar of Louisiana was prominently attacked in the bill first 
pToduced, as well as the sugar-refining industry, by a ''strike'' against 
the drawback on refined sugar, and then when the proper "trade" has 
been had the "strike" was struck out, and the sugar schedule was 
amended to meet the wants of those whose votes were desired. 

The sunny section of the South was thus largely favored, as were 
also the interests of that section, by placing cotton-ties io.r the baling 
of cotton on the free-list, and enhancing the duty on rice, which is 
produced exclusively below the now happily obliterated line which 
formerly marked the '.£sections" of this country. 

Fair play is a jewel, but no snch glittering gem appears to have 
adorned the breast of our Democratic neighbors when defining their 
position on th.is great question. [Applause.] 

[During the delivery of the foregoing remarks the hammer fell.] 
Mr. SPINOLA. l\1r. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 

time of the gentleman from New York may be extended for fifteen 
minutes. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Consideri.Dg onlythe facts and the neces
sities sun:ounding us, I shall mo t regretfullY. be compelled to object. 

M:r. BAKER, of New York. I am very much obliged to the gentle.: 
man for making the request, but I had about concluded what I desired 
to say. 

Mr. BOUND. Mr. Chainnan, dttringthe past two weeks of tariff dis
cussion in the House I have been confined to my home by a very severe 
inflammation of one of my eyes, in consequence of which 1 have not onJy 
been prevented from attending the regular sessions of Congress, but also 
deprived of the pleasure of perusing the debates on the tariff, as re
ported in the CONGRESSIOY.A.L RECORD, at a cost of about $5,000 to 
$8,000 a day to onr heavily bnrdened tax-payers! Whether I am to 
be congratulated or commiserated with on this account I leave entirely 
to the judgment of my more fortunate brethren who were able to be 
present. Permit me to say, however, in this connection, that I do not 
believe that anything that has been said, or that may hereafter be ut
tered upon this floor, will have the slightest effect in changing or :ilter
ing the vote of a single member in regard to the Mill<; tariff bill! Kin<Y 
Caucus has laid down the programme to be followed by the majority

0 

and if the party lash can effect it-if the power and patronage of th~ 
ExeC;Utive can accomplish it-p.o change nor alteration in any important 
provision of thi'! bill will be allowed by the majority. 

Thus believing, it would seem to be the part of wisdom to remain 
silent and content myself with voting against this iniquitous tariff bill 
as a whole, and every part thereof. But, sir, coming as I do from one 
of the largest mining and manufacturing districts in the Commonwealth 
of Pennsylvania, and feeling a deep interest in the prosperity, happi
ness, and permanent welfare of a generous co11stituency, I would con
sider myself false and recreant to every obligation devolving upon me 
a,s ·their representative if I failed to denounce this pro-British1 free
trade tariff bill as it deserves. This bill is a long stride in the direction 
of free trade, and is the inauguration of 'a tariff policy that must 
eventually prove ruinous and disastrous to many iroport..'Ult industries 
in which my people are largely interested I 

Sir. the Pl'esident of the United States has boldly demanded tariff 
reductiou in his annual message, and, no matter how seriotiBly the 
busineas interests of the country may be affected thereby, comm..'Ulds 
his Democratic followers to see that his wishes are complied with. lie 
informs them that there is a large and a largely increasing surplus of 
mouey in the Treasury, and that it must be reduced. Sir, it may be 
a great misfortune to be blessed with too much money! But1 sir, is 
this onr only danger as a people? Would it not be a fat greater evil 
to close up om rolling-mills, .i'umaces, fo:tges, factories, and workshops? 
Would it not be far more te.rrible to stop the busy hum of industry in 
our mines, our factories and workshops, and tnrn thousands and tens 
of thousands of honest workmen out of remunerative employment? 
That, in my opinion; would be a very poor way to reduce the surplus
stop tbe factories and open the poor-houses! 

Sir, I am glad of one thing, and thank the•P:rea.ident for tearing the 
mask from the faces of bis Democratic i.ree-trade followers. One thing 
i5 absolutely certain; we will have no such cries nor banners in Penn- · 
sylvania. emblazoned with a living lie at next election as "Polk, Dal
las, Shnnk, and the. tariff of '4.2; we dare the Whigs to repeal it! " 
We will have no ''favorite son of Pennsylvania'' deceiving our honest 
laboring men, mechanics, and artisans with tbe shameless cry that 
''.James K. Polk is a better tariff man than Henry Clay I '' And our 
people will see to it tl'k1.t no other recreant son of Pennsylvania, nor of 
any other State in the Union, will give a casting vote in the United 
States Senate by which free tmde is established as the law of the lnnd 
and ruin and desolation brought to our firesides and hearth-stones in 
the gl'ea.t Keystone State. 

Our esteemed colleague from Pennsylvania [M1·. :RANDALL] will 
hardly have the effrontery to parade this :free-trade banner in the great 
manufacturing States of New York, New Jersey, and Connecticut he
fore the workingmen as the gonfalon of protection to American indus
try. He can not again with any coDSisteney, nor without belying his 
past l'ecord 1 e-ven try to sav-e those States to the Democratic party next 
tall, as be did fottt years ago t If the Democratic party intends to com· 
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mit political bari-kari by passing the Mills tariff bill, I feel very sure 
that brother RANDALL will hardly bo one of the chief mourners at the 
s..1.d obsequies I 

Ur. Chairm2.a, I am a protectionist from principle. I was born and 
raised in a State that is wedded to the protective policy. We have wit
nessed, enjoyed, aml greatly profited by reason of protection to Amer
ican industry. We have grown great and powerful and wealthy through 
the fostering C..'l.re of the National Government. Our infant industries 
have grown to a stalwart mn.nhood, and to-day~-! say it with pride
there is ho State in the Union that is so thoroughly independent and 
self· reliant, and none that can so well withstand the assaults upon Amer
ican industry, American laboring men, and American mechanics and 
artisans as the grand old Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. And as we 
owe so much to wise legislation on the part of the National Govern
ment, we of the Keystone State wish to see our sister Commonwealths, 
through the same beneficent policy of protection, in like manner grow 
great and powerful and wealthy by continuing in the same line of 
policy. 

Mr. Chairman, only a few short years ago we in Pennsylvania looked 
with some apprehension upon the giant strides made by Alabama in 
developing her great iron industries. With her vast mineral deposits 
developed, with her coal and iron ore and limestone lying together in 
such close proximity, with be cheap labor and her cbeap food! her 
hospitable climate, enabling her mechanics and artisans and laboring 
tnen to toil in the open air aU the year round, requiting but little shel
ter and les clothing than we oft he inhospitable North, it became a serious 
problem just how soon Selma. and Bessemer, and Birmingham would 
become the Pittsbtughs and Johnstowns of Pennsylvania. And, sir, 
but for the discovery of natural gas and its adaptability to manufact
tlring putpoaes the p1·oblem would not long have remained unsolved. 
Natural gas has revolutionized the iron industry in Pennsylvania to 
auch an extent that the manufacture of flat, and bar, and ronnel iron 
east of the Allegh::mies bas ceased to be profitable unless the works 
are favorably loc..'lted. 

Mr. Chairman, I li~e in one of the great mining and manufacturing 
districts of Pennsylvania, Hundreds of millions of dollars are invested 
in mining and manufacturing. In the counties of Northumberland 
and Dauphin we have vast deposits of nntbracite coal, in the county 
of Lebanon, the other county compo ing my Congressional tlistrict, we 
bave mountains of itott ore, tbe Cotu vall iron mines, near the city 
of Lebanon, alone having turned out over 8,000,000 tons of iron ore 
since they ivere opened, ti.Dd the supply h> simply inexbanstibJe. 

I was bonl and rn.isetl in the county of Northumberland and can 
speak ftom actual knowledge and experience of the coal and iron in
dustries in that county, and that kind of knowledge is of far more prac
tical importance than all the diaphn,nous theories of free-trade dreamers. 
Over fifty years of knowledge lind experience in the coal and iron trade 
of my district entitle me to speak '!rith some degree of assurance. Ani!. 
this brings me to the consideration of the Mills tariff bill, the Presi
dent's message, and the question of wages, and the rights of labor likely 
to be affected thereby. 

Mr. Chairman, almost tny sole interest in this tariff question con
sists in its effects and relations to lahor and the 1·igbts of the laboring 
:tnan as affected thereby. I have been a laboring man all my life. and 
tbi makes me stand close beside the toiling millions in all their efforts 
to elevate the dignity of labor, and share in its just rewards. And here 
let me add that in every struggle betwixt capital and labor aU' my sym
pathies and all my yearnings are with the laboring classes. I care but 
little for the capitalist in this struggle, for capital is always able to take 
care of itself. But j ost in so far as the interests of capital and labor 
are closely identified I am the f-riend of both. There ought not to be 
any real antagonism between capital and labor, and there is none ex
cept when purse-proud avarice would rob labor ofbe"t rights and refuses 
to share with labor her rightful earnings. You may do as you please 
and vote as you please and legislate as you choose, but if your legis
lation is not in the interests of labor and for higher wages and better 
pay for the laboring man iny •oice and voto Will be ll!lalterably against 
you. 

The Pre.<rident of the United St..'ltes, in his annual message to Con
grees, talks very' glibly about the reduced price of goods compensa.tin~ 
for any reduction in wages which might be brought about by his tariti 
policy. And this is to a great extent the stock in trade of the free-tra.de 
theorists. With a million men to-day standing idle in the labor mar
ket begging for employment, -n-ith their wives and children begging for 
bread, the Chief Magistrate of this great Republic, with an annual sal
aryof $50,000athis back, co1dly reasons about cheaper food and cheaper 
clothing making up for cheap wages, or even no wages at all . Why, 
sir, if a man is penniless and brown-stone fronts were selling for a :far
thing aplec~, a poor starving devil could not raise money enough to 
buy a door£knob! 

Others of these tariff reformers, who wish to eqtlalize the wages of 
labor thraughout the world by free trade, axe eloquent in their pra.ises 
of the farmer and plantex; that they alone are the real producers of 
all -n-ealth. They are full of Hcrace Greeley's gush about" going West, 
young man," U'h.is i~ all very nice; but if the young man has not 
money enough to buy a loaf of bread, w bat is the use of taunting 

him and his family of children, if he has any, with the delusive advice 
to go West? Why, sir, so many of them have gone there in this plight, 
that after working hard for years they find their farms embellished 
with a first-class mortgage and all their hard earnings in the hands of 
money-sharks. 

Oh, yes, che:tp goods and cheap products of the workshop and the 
farm are the things to ma.ke men happy and contented with their lot 
in life. I deny it utterly. Adults, with no one dependent upon them, 
may be satisfied with a bare Jiving. But, sir, the wage-worker, the 
toiler in summer's lassitude and winter's frosts and snows, wants more 
than a living. He wants something for old age-something for his 
children. Besides being fe_d and clothed they want books to re..1.d, and 
pens and ink and paper and pencil; they want an education with which 
to fight life's battle. N'o matter how poor a man or a woman is, he 
does not live for himself alone. This is a land of great opportunities. 
The beggar on the dung-bill to-day ma.y be the man of destiny to-mor
row. God-given genius is our only patent of nobility in this land of 
equal sovereigns. A man ma.y be great in spite of all obstacles, a child 
may rise to power and place irom the almshouse, and in progre5a of 
time "fill the sounding trump of fame" with the record of his grnnd 
achievements; bnt, sir, without money, without friends, without edu
cation1 be is far more likely to fill a felon's cell or a pauper's grave, 
than to rise to power and station and fame. 

Sir, go talk to the toilers in the iron hills and coal mountains of Penn
sylYania. and Virginia, or the bituminous-coal deposits of the great West 
about the advantages of cheap food, and cheap clothing, and cheap com
modities of every description, and they will tell you very quickly that 
what t)Jey want is steady employment and good wages and they will 
take care of the food and clothing part of this whole business. 

For myself, I say to you very frankly that I am opposed to cheap goods 
and cheap agricultural products. Cheap goods and cheap products mean 
cheap labor-starvation wages for toiling slaves, without hope and with
out ambition for the future. lints, and hovels, and nakedness, and 
pauperism, and crime follow sadly after the procession of cheap labor. 

Need 1 point to downtrodden Ireland in proof of this-stripped bare 
and naked by the accursed greed and avarice of free-trade England? 
Need I further point to the grain fields of Egypt, ~md the cott.on and 
rice fields of India, where the miserable coolies at the point of English 
bayonets and the mouths of English cannon are compelled to labor for 
unpaid toil? And this is the kind of labor and the kind of toil that 
you farmers of the great West are compelled to compete with in the 
markets of the world! Laborerswhotoilfromsun, to sun, with breech
clouts for miment, with mud hovels and bamboo huts for dwelling· 
place3, and a handful of rice for theiJ: daily food1 such is the banquet 
that free-trade England invites you to sit down to, farmers of America! 

No, sir; give the laboring man, the mechanic, and the artisan steady 
employmel}t at decent wages, and he will find a pleasant home for his 
wife and children, decent clothing for their bodies, wholesome food for 
their stomachs, and all the necessaries and many of the luxuries oflife. 
With good wages, yon may bold your souls in patience, for the laoor
ing man will neither starve himself not allow his family to want as 
long as he is blessed with health and strength to work. 

Yes, you may prate about cheap imported goods manufactured in the 
noisome factories of Leeds, and Sheffield and Birmingham. You may 
talk about the cheap products of foreign paupers and of convict laborers, 
and how they will compensate for the reduced wages ofhonest Ameri
can mechanics brought int{) competition in their production and thrown 
upon the American markets by a I ow tariff or no tariff at all; but you 
can not fool intelligent American workingmen by any such stuff. They 
und~stand just as well a9 you do that $500,000,000 or $1,000,000,000 
worth of such goods thrown npon the American market takes the place 
of just that many million dollars' worth of American fabrics and robs 
the American mechanic and artisan of the profit ofj~tthat amountof 
labor. And the million of American la.borers standing idle to-day, 
waiting for employment, know that their chances are lessened just the 
amolJ.nt of labar necessary to make those goods in foreign. countries. 

More than this, t.hey know full well that the peggarly daily pittance 
paid the hands to fabricate those goods-less than half of what Ameri
can mechanics would work for in this country- is paid for a day's work 
oftwelve, fourteen, and sixteen hours! Some gentleman on the other 
side of this Chamber likened the protective policy to a Chinese wall. 
A Chinese walJ, indeed! Why, sir, rather than see the wheat of India. 
brought into the port of Rew York to compete with the products of the 
American farmers, rather than see this country flooded with foreign 
goods, wares, and merchandise and the wages of American mechanics 
and workingmen brought down to the level of Continental Europe, 
Asia, Africa, and China and Japan, instead of a Chinese wall I would 
rather see the great Atlantic Ocean turned into a sea of fire. What do 
we care for the trade of Europe? What do our farmers care for it? 
There is not a tenth of our agricultural products shipped abroad. 

Ob, yes, our friends on the other side have become great admirers of 
our merchant marine. They want to see the flag of the Republic float 
upon every sea and ocean. T]ley are always ballooning, struggling 
after the unatta.inable. Oh, yes, build up a grand merchant marine 
that will command the m::ukets of the world! Wby, sir, if it was left 
to those gentleman from the South on the Ways and Means Committee 



4244 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. MAY 16, 

to build a merchant fleet, if it was left to the States which they repre- these products at any price. To-day and for years past eggs ave1·age 25 
sent, with their great lines of seacoast in Arkansas, Kentucky, and cents a dozen, butter 30 to 40 cents a pound the year round, and pota· 
Tennessee, and their wonderful harbors and ports of entry, judging of toes 50 cents a bushel, and our farmers have a ready market for all they 

~ the future by the past, it would take them about a thousand years to can raise; and during aU this time farm lands have more than doubled 
fit up an ordinary canal-boat! What is the use of all this fooling; and trebled in value. 
whenever we want a foreign merchant marine we will build it. More than this, twenty-odd years ago we in the agricultural portions 

Whenever it is made apparent that foreign trade and commerce are of our county were obliged to bear the burden of taxation. The truth 
more profitable than our coastwise trade, whenever it is made mani- was that the undeveloped coal region was too poor to pay any consid· 
fest that our capital can be better and more profitably employed in erable portion of the county rates and levies. To-day and for years 
constructing a merchant marine to engage in foreign trade, just that that region of country pays much the largest share of our county taxes. 
soon, and no sooner, will ships_ be built for the purpose, just that soon And just so it is throughout the length and breadth of our great Com
will every sea and lake and ocean iu foreign lands be whitened with monwealth; the coal regions and the iron regions, and the great man· 
the sails of American commerce ! Whenever the foreign carrying trade ufacturing towns and cities, beside furnishing our farmers with a good 
becomes sufficiently profitable to challenge Ameriean enterprise the home market for their products, bear far the largest share of all local 
ship-yards of all New England will resound with the busy hum ofin- taxation. Our railroads and canals and our great corporations pay the 
dustry. largest share of our public burdens, and in another year we mean to 

Do not misunderstand me. I am by no means opposed to the pot- make them pay all the expenses of our State government. And but 
ting forth of every effort to acquire foreign trade, and especially in for a protective tariff these great carrying companies would never even 
Central and Sooth America. Indeed, it is a reproach to this great Re- have had an existence. 
public that we do not to-day control that valuable trade. We are their Mr. Chairman, in the neighborhood of all our great manufacturing 
best customers, and every year the balance of trade is steadily against centers, such as Lebanon, Harrisburg, and Steelton, in my district, 
us; whilst England, 3, OUO miles farther removed from us, by reason of farm lands have appreciated in value from 100 to 500 per cent. Why, 
a liberal and enlightened trade policy, not only controls that trade, but sir, not many years ago the town site of the borough of Steelton was a 
-always has a balance of trade in her favor. Sir, had that matchless quagmire and swamp; to-day you will find raw material and manu
statesman and thorough American, James G. Blaine, been elected to factured products lying stacked upon the ground worth in money mill· 
the Presidency instead of Grover Cleveland, four years ago, that valu· ions of dollars, and you could not buy a town lot in the heart of the 
able trade would now have been assured to us by wise treaty and close city for what yon could :Pave purchased the whole town site for thirty 
commercial intercourse so irrevocably that all of our surplus manufact- years ago. All this phenomenal growth is due to protection. And so 
ures would have found a ready and profitable market, to the great it is throughout our entire State. 
advanm.ge of American mechanics, artisans, and capitalists. Facts like these speak far more eloquently than all the gauzy theories 
l . But I am diverging. ! want to tell you why I am in favor of a pro- of free-trade dreamers. And so it is, and so it will be throughout all 
tective tai-iff. In my native county, thi1-ty years ago, the Shamokin this broad l::tnd of ours, in the neighborh90d of all great manufacturing 
coal region was almost a barren waste, a region of stunted timber grow- centers. And so it will be in the great South with all her agricultural 
ing on the sides of rugged hills and mountains, so destitute of soil that sylvan, and mi.neral wealth. As it is at Selma and Bessemer and Bir· 
the wonder was how the trees and shrubs managed to exist amidst the mingham so will it be throughout all the Southern and Western States. 
rocks and stones. The land was so poor and barren that it would have On Saturday last I heard the eccentric gentleman from Mississippi 
bankrupted any ordinary man to pay the taxes ! Indeed, year after year complaining that our robber protective tariff made the cotton planters 
the lands were disposed of at treasurer's sales for default in payment of of his State pay 47 per cent. to New England, and to old England also, 
taxes, and to-day many of the most valuable coal tracts are held by tax- in order to have her cotton crop manufactured. 
titles. Had you traveled through that region forty years ago yon would Did it never occur to the gentleman that by establishing cotton fac· 
hardly have taken the lands as a gift. To-day they are worth the tories in his State convenient to the great cotton fields that he could 
wealth of empires! not only save this 47 per cent. to his own people, to say nothing of the 

We have coal enough to warm all our friends, and iron enough to cost of transporting the cotton crop from Mississippi to either New 
welcome all our enemies "with bloody hands to hospitable grave:;;," England or old England? And in such case they could skin the New 
as witness the heights of Gettys burgh and the bloody plains of An tie- England Yankees instead of being skinned by them! I know croaking 
tam. To:cday large towns and cities cover those stony hillsides filled I and complaining will never do it; but capital and thrift, and energy 
with a thrifty, industrious, enterprising population. 'fowns of ten and and enterprise, will do it just as it is done inN ew England, or in Liver· 
twelve thousand inhabitants. In fact the whole region is a succession pool, or Birmingham. But you can never do it as long as you belittle 
of towns and villages from Shamokin on the north to Port Clinton and and degrade labor. You can never do it as long as you lie on your 
Pottsville on the south and east. The region is literally gridironed backs and dream as to whether or not it is better to own labor or hire 
with railroads, bearing to Eastern markets the black diamonds from labor. 
the Shamokin and Schuylkill coal basins. Sir, without a protective You will never get skilled mechanics and artisans, either from New 
tariff that whole region, whose wealth is reckoned in hundreds of mill- England or old England, to work in the cotton fields or cotton factories 
ions, would still be a comparative wilderness. of Mississippi for unpaid toil. You will not get free white labor from 

What bas accomplished this wonderful transformation~ Labor, and the North to work fourteen or sixteen hours a day for 50 cents a day. 
capital, and enterprise. Sir, the glare from workshops, furnaces, and The truth of the matter is you are a quarter of a century behind the 
rolling-mills makes the darkest night almost as light as the noon-day age; you have never gotten over the idea of the cheap labor of your pro
sun. And the wierd forms of the stalwart men with lanterns on their slavery days, and you will never see genuine prosperity dawn upon 
hats who go down into the coal mines seeking dusky diamonds-and you in the South until you do. Indolence and cheap labor are the curse 
the gleam from the rolling-mills, furnaces, and factories illuminate the of the planting States of the South, and the delusion of cheap goods 
workman's manly forms stripped to the waist as they toil at the pud- and free trade are the bane of your existence as a people. Elevate the 
dling furnaces looking more like gnomes and genii than things of flesh dignity of labor, pay the toiler an honest price for his toil, and pros· 
and blood. Every town and city in that vast region, every railroad perity and happiness will be your reward. 
train, every breaker and colliery filled with busy workmen, every house The New South, thank God! is just awakening to a true realization 
and business place, every school, and college, and hospital, and cathe· of all her grand possibilities. There is no room for croakers and fault
dral speaks in eloquent praise of the doctrine of pJ;otection to American finders there. You must get out of the way or be ground to powder 
industry. • under the wheels of progress! Quit brooding and worrying over the 

Sir, visionary theorists may crack their throats in proclaiming the dead past, and try to realize the fact that this is an age of wonderful 
beauties of free trade, every scribbler . and babbler may rant about business activity. Try to. catch on as the train of progress passes by , 
robber tariffs, but it takes capital, and labor, and enterprise to trans- or you will surely be left behind. Stop bothering about how much o 
mute the yellow ore into iron bars. Our mechanics and miners and the robber-tariff money the poor laboring men have laid up in the 
artisans understand these things well, and our farmers understand Massachusetts savings-banks. Get your laboring men to follow their 
them well in the greatly enhanced value of their farm products. example; and if you will only pay them decent wages, they will have 

My home is in the northern part of Northumberland County, in the good bank accounts too. 
beautiful valley of the Susquehanna, as rich and fertile in agricultural The truth of the matter is there is little or none of your money in 
resources as the Shamokin region is in mineral wealth. There and in their savings! Why, the mass of your people do not buy enough nor 
the Lackawanna region our farmers find a home market for all their consume enough to furnish New England nor Old England much profit 
surplus wheat and small grains, their fruits and butter and eggs and either. You hardly import enough goods into the port of Charleston 
poultry. We ship little or nothing to the great Eastern cities, be- to pay the salaries of the customs officers! The Northern, Eastern, 
cause at less cost of transportation we find a better market in the coal Middle, and Western States pay the great bulk of the robber-tariff do
regions. ties, and they are not complaining about it either. Start up cotton 

Wby, sir, before these regions were opened up and railroads con- and woolen and iron mills, pay your mechanics living wages, keep your 
structed I remember well that butter used to sell the year round for money at home, and you will find large balances to labor's credit in 
from 8 to 10 cents a pound, and eggs for 3 to 8 cents a dozen, chickens Southern savings-banks! 
and ducks for 25 cents a pair, hay for from $6 to $8 a ton, and oats and Mr. Chairman, if the protecti '"e features of the exi~ting tariff are not 
com in like proportion; potatoes for 25 cents a bushel, and no sale for striken down, as proposed in the Mills bill, by thiS House and our 
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ports thrown open to unlimited importations of foreign merchandise, 
theN ew South to-day is just standing upon the threshold of her greatest 
prosperity. Before her are just now opening vistas of wealth and pros
perity such as were never dreamed of in the dark days of slavery and 
sloth and indolence. Strike down the protective system and how soon 
all your bright hopes will be clouded and dissipated. Capital, which is 
now eagerly seeking investment, in your midst-always cowardly
will leave you as if fleeing from a pestilence. Northern capital and 
Northern brains and genius and enterprise will forsake you as if pur
sued by the demon of destruction. 

Sir, with protection guarantied, the States of Virginia, and Georgia, 
and Tennessee, and Alabama will increase in wealth and power and 
population at a ratio that will cause the bleak hills and ru~ed mount
ains of my native State to hide their diminished heads in shame. You 
have a soil and a climate such as we of the North ruay well envy. You 
have your virgin forest'3, your rich agricultural lands, and your vast 
deposits of mineral wealth, and all you want is energy and capital to 
develop them. With all these natural advantages in your favor you 
have retrograded in the past and allowed your less-favored sister States 
to far outstrip you in all that constitutes the true grandeur and great
ness and wealth of trade and commerce. 

You know that all this is true just as well as I do. The late terrible 
civil strife ought to have demonstrated to you the vital importance of 
div~rsified industries in the South, and the utter folly of depending 
upon New England or Old England for what you are so abundantly 
able to produce yoursel v~. To be truly great, every State, like every 
nation, ought to be truly independent. With factories, and furnaces, 
and rolling-mills, and machine-shops in the Bouth twenty-odd years 
ago it would have been as utterly impossible for the North to have 
overcome you as it would be to-day for the world in arms to destroy 
this great Republic! 

I implore you, therefore, to stand by the policy under which this 
great Republic has prospered beyond anything in the history of civil
ized governments. 

Let us not be beguiled by the voice of the free-trade charmer, ''charm 
she never so sweetly!" Let us remain true to the policy of the fathers 
of the Republic under and by reason of which we have grown so great, 
so wealthy, so powerful and strong! Blessed with every variety of soil 
and climate-nearly every State an empire within herself, .capable of 
manufacturing within herself nearly everything, from a needle to an 
anchor, from a pleasure-yacht to the grandest iron-.clads that ever de
fied the fury of old Neptune-why should we be inanywaydependent 
upon any nation or all the nations of the world combined for anything? 

Proud, lofty America! Standing. alone in the matchless grandeur 
of her imperial power and greatness, with her matchless mechanics and 
artisans, her fair women and noble men, let the civilized world learn 
wisdom from our example in mechanism as wel~ as in the science of 
true government! And let us be grand and free as a people from any 
dependence upon foreign workshops. foreign mechanics, and foreign 
artisans, as we are free and great in the principles of enlightened lib
erty! [Applause.] 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairm~n, the bill under consideration, 
named by compliment the ''Mills bill,'' proposes a total reduction in 
our national revenue of S53, 720,447, based on importations of 1887. 
The value of these importations was $79,879,108 on the free-list and 
$178,329,048 on the dutiable-list, or a total of $258,208,157. The bill 
also proposes an internal-revenue tax reduction of$24,455,607, which, 
added to the reduction of import duties, gives a total proposed reduc
tion of$78,176,054. 

A majority of the Ways and 1\f eans Committee of this House ass.ume 
the sponsorship of the bill, namely, 1\Ir. MILLS of Texas, Mr. Mc~1IL
LIN of Tennessee, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas, .Mr. BRECKIX
RIDGE of Kentucky, Mr. TURNER of Georgia, Mr. WILSON of West 
Virginia, Mr. ScoTT of Pennsylvania, and Mr. BYNUM of Indiana-all 
Democrats. Six of them represent Sou tbern and two of them Northern 
States. The minority members of the committee-Mr. KELLEY of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. BROWNE of Indiana, lYir. REED of Maine, Mr. Mc
KINLEY of Ohio, and ?11r. BURROWS of Michigan-all Republicans and 
all representing Northern States-declare that when the measul"e was 
completed by the majority and presented to the full committee, the 
majority refused to enter into consideration of its provisions or to dis
close any data upon which their action was based, and allowed no mod
ification of the bill unless it was suggested by the majority. So the 
bill is distinctively a partisan measure-more exclusively partisan than 
any measure presented to any United States Congress. 

The bill is also sectional in its character. It is framed in the interest 
of the South and Southwest as against the North and Northeast. In 
addition to its sectionalism, it raids the manufacturing sections of the 
country to divide booty with the purely agricultural. It is legalized 
communism in the form of national legislation. 

And before I proceed further in my remarks, I desire to call the at
tention of the House to the professional make-up of our present Ways 
and Means Committee. In its membership are found eleven lawyers, 
one cotton planter, and one railroad manager. They are all gentlemen 
of more than Qrdinary legislative experience, of high political standing 
in their several States, and yet were the title ot the committee changed 

' 

from Ways and Means to Judiciary, it would seem natural and appro
priate. I hope the eleven lawyers, the cotton-planter, and the ra.ilroad 
manager will not take it as a breach of good manners on my part nor 
an infraction' of the courtesies of the House when I thus publicly call 
the attention of the fal"mers, the manufacturers, the product-distrib
uters, the product-carriers, the mechanics, the laborers, and the bank
ers to the anomalous, or rather abnormal, make-up of a committee 
charged with the regulation of the nation's commercial, financial, in
dustrial, andsocialeconomicinterests. TbegreatStateofNew York
the Empire State of the nation-with more than $650,000,000 of cap
ital invested in manufacturing, with over $1,000,000,000 of product 
annually turned out of her mills and shops, and with 600,000 wage
earners within her borders, bas no representative on this committ-ee, 
Democrat or Republican; but the States of Texas, Arkansas, Kentucky, 
Tennessee and Georgia, which, as shown by the census of 1880, had 
only $98,776,985 of capital invested in manufacturing, and all together 
employing 81,426 bands, have each a representative on the committee. 
What a fal"ce ! 

FREE-TRADE LEGISLATION. 

Of course we all know the reason for this abnormal constitution of 
the Ways and Means Committee. Mind you, I am not condemning the 
practice of forming our committees with the benefiting of party politics 
in view; I am deprecating the fact that current political opinion cau or 
should tolerate it. And I will not remain silent, as a New York Rep
resentative, when the interests of our great State are Ignored in pre
paratory legislation, let the offending party be Democratic or Repub
lican. Mind you I am making no direct cnticism on the able Speaker 
of this House, who is popularly supposed -to be" the author and fin
isher" of our committees. It has been my privilege to know, and in 
some cases intimately, every Speaker who has occupied that chair since 
the days of James L. Orr! and I am free to say here before Democratic 
and Republican Representatives, that no fairer or abler parliamentarian 
has presided over the deliberations of this body than Mr. JoHN G. 
CARLISLE. But this vital business question bas passed beyond the 
impartial judgment of a Speaker; it bas become a partisan question. 

With a Democratic Executive in the Presidential chair and a Demo
cratic majority in the House it is natural, when tariff l~gislation is up
permost in Congress, that our committees should be constituted in the 
interests of free trade. It is also natural that the South, where free- · 
trade opinion rules almost supreme, should hold the majority of and 
control t.he action of our important committees, especially those of Ways 
and Means and the Merchant Marine, for the South demands free trade 
in British ships as well as British manufactures. 

During all the years ofchattel slavery within the old Union, when King 
Cotton sat upon the free-trade throne, the political battle against North
eTn civilization raged almost incessantly in these Halls; and when se
cession abortively attempt-ed a confederacy of its own and ordained a 
written constitution, the eighth section of article 1 declared: 

The congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, etc., but no bounties 
shall be granted, etc., nor shall any duties or taxes on importations from foreign 
nations be laid to promote or foster any branch of industry. 

Can it fairly be presumed that the lapse ,of twenty-five years, how
eve!" advantaged for a change of policies or principles, would mark the 
dissolution or subversion of free-trade conceptions and prejudices im
printed on the Southern mind by iteration through a century? As the 
dominant power in the party, the Southern free-trader vaults into the 
'saddle, and the Northern Democrat submissively goes afoot. 

WHO PAYS THE TAX? 

As general debate on this question is very near its close, and the 
House bas been supplied with matter and argument approaching sur
feit, I will content myself with some observatio~ on a few features of 
the labor and wages questions as they are now or may be affected by 
.tariffrevision on the free-trade plan. 

A Democratic speech on the tariff would be an inane partisan effort 
if it did not saddle the consumer with the tariff tax on the imported 
article he buys, or, by severer logic, prove that even the home-produced 
article is enhanced in price by the addition of the duty. The cue for 
Democratic effort in this line may be found in the following paragraph 
in President Cleveland's late message: 

Our present tariff laws, tht.- vicious, inequitable, and illogical source of un
necessary taxation, ought to be at once revised and amended. These Jaws, as 
their primary and plain effect, raise the price to cons-qmers of all articles im
ported and subject to duty by precisely the sum paid for such duties. Thus the 
amount of the duty measures the tax paid by those who purchase for use these 
imported articles. Many of these things, however, are raised or manufactured in 
our own country, and the duties now levieo upon foreign goods and products 
are called protection to these home manufactures, because they render it possi
ble for those of our people who are manufacturers to make these taxed articles 
and sell them for a price equal to that demanded for the imported goods that 
have paid customs duty. 

Now, I grant this is a conceivable theory, and it bas been adopted 
generally by the tariff orators on the other side of the House, who are 
always loyal followers of a leader, if not logicall"easoners. 

Sixty years ago, when our industries were weak and undiversifi.ed, 
there was considerable reason for the President's assumption; thirty 
years ago thel"e was less reason; and now there is hardly any. The 
ordinary object of protection is not to give any such enhancement of 
the profit of any particular production over the average rate, but merely 

' 
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to sustain it during the temporary stage of its domestic..'l.tion. Great 
Britain owes her industrial greatness to her adherence to this policy, 
for five centuries ago she was little more than an agricultural nation, 
dependent on continental manufactures for even the clothing worn by 
her subjects, although they raised the "raw material" at home. _And 

- she accomplished her industrial supremaey, not by higgling over 40 
per cent., 80 per cent., or 100 per cent. imposts, but by doubling or 
trebling duties; and when that would not yield the desired protection 
she enacted prohibitory and penal laws for the protection of her grow
ing industries. 

As bearing directly on the question of duties for revenue and duties 
for protection, I quote the following paragraph from Professor Robert 
Ellis Thompson's standard work on Political Economy: 

Protective duties yield for a considerable period a large revenue to the S tate , 
but that is not the object of their imposition. Duties forrevenue-i . e., too low 
to be protective-in spite of their appearance of moderation are highly unjust. 
They inflict all the hardships of indirect and unequal taxation without even 
the purpose of benefiting the consumer. Duties for protection, while they 
bring large revenues, have another purpose, and benefit the consumer to a far 
greater extent than they tax him, while their amount is equally available for 
public uses. Their object is their own abolition, for they aim at such a develop
ntent of the national industry ~;~.s shall render impossible the importation of the 
dutiable articles. To impose revenue duties is to accept indirect. taxation as a 
permanent method of finance; to impose protective duties is not. 

But let us return to the question. Who pays the tax or duty? Well, 
that depends upon, first, the quality, price, and supply of the home 
product against which the imported product must compete, and, sec
ond, upon the trade relations existing between the consignor and con
signee. Then, possibly, no one in fact pays the duty -as a tax, for a 
careful examination of the interesting report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury on the revision of the tariff{February 16, 1886) demonstrates 
the fact that foreign manufacturers often invoice their products for this 
market through special agencies at a much greater discount from price
lists than those allowed in their home markets, therefore p1acing their 
goods here, upon which duty is paid, far belowthe market value there, 

Setting aside the troublesome question of undervaluations, let me 
present the views of an impartial gentleman (impartial at least as re
gards the policy dividing Democrats and Republicans), Mr. H. J. Pet

- tifer, secretary of the Workman's Association for Defense of British In
dustry. Discu....~ing lately this very question, he says: 

Take the case of a manufacturer who is trying to compete in a country in 
which industry is defended with an article also produced in that country. Sup
pose, for instance, the Americans can produce a certain article for 1 shilling, 
while we in England can produce and deliver it for 10 pence, we could, if we 
had free trade with America, undersell them in their own market by 2 pence; 
but the American is not so foolish as to allow us to do this, so he puts 50 per 
cent. duty on the article. Now, 50 per cent. on 10 pence is 5 pence, which brings 
the English article up to 1 shilling, 3 pence, and as H would be absurd for us to 
offer it for 1 shilling 3 pence when the American can make and sell it for 1 
shilling, what we have to do, if we are to sell it in that country at all, is tore
duce profits and cut down wages and deliver it at 8 pence, when the 50 per cent. 
brings it up to the American level. But who has paid the duty? Why, cer
tainly we lose 2 pence, and the American buyer loses 2 pence, but the Ameri
can rl'reasury gets the whole ofthe4 pence duty t-oward paying the taxation or 
the country. 

But look at it from another point of view. Suppose we, in England, getting 
fair profits and paying fair wages, can turn out an article for 1 shilling, and the 
Germans can deliver it here for 10 pence, what do we do then? Do "we" level 
up? Certainly not; we level down; we have to reduce profits and cut down 
wages, in this case just as we did in the other, until we can produce at the Ger
man l>rice, without making the German pay the slightest amount toward the 
taxatiOn of this country, in which he has a free and open market. Is it not time 
we asked ourselves the question: Which system is best for the workingman, 
the American, which keeps wages up, or the English, which brings wages down? 

Another illustration, one at President Cleveland's old home. Sup
pose wheat is selling in the Buffalo market at $1 a bushel. The tariff 
for the protection of the American farmer is 20 cents a bushel. An Erie 
County farmer drives into town, sells his wheat, and pockets his dol
lar. A Canadian farmer crosses the Niagara River, pays20cents duty, 
SQlls his wheat, and pockets 80 cents. Who pays the duty? Ask the 
Canadian. 

But, high duty or low duty, do not let us quarrel over non-essentials. 
A13 long as we make foreigners pay a large share of our governmental 
expenses, and our sixty millions of people do not care enough about the 
matter to go to the trouble of signing a respectably-sized petition, or 
even hold a neighborhood mass-meeting in the way of caution or pro
test against the present method and purpose of collooting impost reve
nue, we are safe in lowering taxation and shutting off the accumul~
tion of surplus revenue in some other manner, and I hope that is the 
way all this tariff discussion and legislation will end. Leastwise, if 
through p:1rtisan prejudice and pressure we can not or do not settle 
this question of fair, patriotic, and business-like principles while we. 
have the opportunity, the people will determine it for us and them
selves at the polls within a few months. [Applause.] 

- STEA3!-POWER A!.» LABOR-SAVING MACHINERY. 

I have searched in vain through all the speeches delivered in this 
House during the past fortnight for some solution of the wages problem 
involved in the present question. The regular readers of the CONGRES· 
SIONAL RECORD have been lately furnished by industrious wielders of 
the paste-pot and scissors with "tabulated statements" sufficient in 
diversity and quantity to keep the mathematiec'l.lly inclined busy until 
election time. These tables prove little or nothing; for any expert 
journalist knows that percentages can be juggled to prove either side 

of an argument, and. nof:.:'l.bly in this line of falsification are the tariff 
arithmetical wonders performed by that free-trade propagandist who 
signs himself '' A Parsee :Merchant; '' he takes the sweepstakes. 

Before giving an opinion upon the probable effoot a lowering of the 
tariff may have upon work and wages I wish to call the attention of 
the House to some forces and tendencies which have within the past 
eighty years wrought revolution in the labor world. 

Since the time of the adoption of our national Constitution the civ
ilized nations of the earth have successively passed through sudden 
transitions in their industrial economy, chiefly on account of changes 
from hand to steam power, and, adding to the power of steamJ the in
vention and use oflabor-saving machinery. 

During that period or since, James Watt devised the condensing 
steam-engine; Hargreaves, the spinning-jenny; Arkwright, the spin
ning-frame and the factory system; Crompton, the mule-jenny; Cart
wright, the power-loom; Whitney, the cotton-gin; Fitch, thesteam-ship; 
Oliver Evans, the high-pressure engine; Stephenson, the locomotive; 
Morse, the telegraph; Howe, the sewing-machine; Bell, the telephone; 
Hoe, Bullock, !and Scott, the lightning printing-presses; in short, the 
whole century has been agitated and crowded by inventions in the whole 
field of applied mechanics and science. And during all this time the 
workingman, skilled or unskilled, has been forced to adapt himself to 
unexpected and rapidly-changed conditions. Especially within the past 
fifty years the conflicts between muscle and brains, the man and the 
machine, Cc'lpital and labor, the employer and employe, have 'been 
waged unceasingly in Great Britain, continental Europe, and America, 
and, I am sorry to say, the beginning of the end is not visible. 

Allow me to direct your attention to Commissioner Carroll D. Wright's 
first annual report (1886), and especially to the chapter on "Machinery 
and overproduction." There you will find the controlling cause of 
strikes, lockouts, and labor disorganization. Think of the hundreds of 
thousands of American workmen who have been forced toadjustthem
selves to the changes, generally disadvantageous, wrought by labor
saving machinery and its powerful ally, steam. In the school-book of 
our fathers it was said that "it takes ten men to make a pin." Now 
we have a machine that only needs to be fed with wire, oiled and sup
plied with steam-power, to turn out complete pins, sort them, and even 
thrust them into the papers in the right numbers and in straight rows. 
What has become of the ten pin-makers? One probably runs the new 
machine~ and the other nine swell the ranks of unemployed labor, ul ti
mately dropping into the unskilled class below them. 

Out of the many illustrations relative to the displacement of labor 
furnished by Commissioner Wright, I have time only to select a few. 
In the manufacture of agricultUral implements new machinery during 
the past fifteen or twenty years has displaced fully 50 per cent. of the 
muscular labor formerly employed. In one establishment cited 600 
employes are doing the work which under former conditions would have 
required 2,145 employes, a displacement of 1,545. In brick-making, 
improved devices displace 10 per cent. of the labor, and in manufact
uring fire-brick 40 per cent. has been displaced. In the manufacture 
of boots and shoes, the Commissioner gives some very astonishing re
sults. He says: 

In one large and long-established manufactory in one of the Eastern States 
the proprietors testify that it would require five hundred persons working by 
hand processes to make as many women's boots and shoes as one hundred per
sons now make with the aid of machinery-a displacement of 80 per cent. In 
another class of the same industry the number of men required to produce a 
given quantity of boots and shoes has been reduced one-half. In another loca.l
ity, and on another quality of boots, being entirely for women's wear, where 
formerly a first-class workman could turu out six pairs in one week be will now 
turn out eighteen pairs. 

A well-known firm, engaged in manufacturing boots and shoes in the West 
states that in the grade of goods manufactured by it, it would take 120 persons 
working by hand to produce the amount of work done in its factory by 60 em
ployes, and the hand-work would not compare in workmanship and appear
ance, as expressed by the concern, by 50 per cent. Goodyear's sewing-machine 
for turned shoes, with 1 man, will sew 250 pairs in Qno clay. It would require 
8 men working by hand to sew the same number. By the use of King's heel· 
shaver or trimmer 1 man will trim 300 pairs of shoes a day, where it formerly 
took 3 men to do the same. 

One man, with the McKay machine, can handle 300 pairs of shoes per day, 
while, without the machine, be could handle but 5 pairs h the same time. In 
nailing on heels, by the use of machinery, 1 man and a boy can heel300pairs of 
shoes per day. It would require 5 men to do this by hand. In finishing the 
bottoms of shoes, 1 man wtth a sand-papering machine can handle 300 pairs , 
while it would require 4 men to do the same by hand. A large Philadelphia 
firm, engaged in the manufacture of boys' and children's shoes, states-and the 
toreman of the establishment corroborates the evidence-that the introduction 
of new machinery within the past thirty years has displaced aboutsixtimesthe 
amount of band labor required, and that the cost of the product bas been re
duced one-half. · On another grade of goods, manufactured in .1\Iaine, the facts 
collected by the agents of the bureau show. that 1 man can now do the work 
which t wenty years ago required 10 men. 

In the manufacture of carpets the improvement in machinery in the 
past thirty years, taking weaving, spinning, and all the processes to
gether, have displaced from ten to twenty times the number of persons • 
now necessru:y. 

Iu the manufacture of clothing, a, cutting-machine will do six: times 
the amount of work formerly done by one man in the old way. In 
the manufacture of soft and stiff hats there has been a disp1acemen.t in 
the proportion of9 to 1. 

In the olden time, in the cotton-goods industry, an adult hand-loom 
weaver wove from 42 to 48 yards of common shirting per week. A 
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weaver tending six power-looms in a cotton factory of to-day ~onld 4.ell-being of the wage-earners in the possible passage of an act which 
produce 1,500 yards a week. subordinates every interest of the workingman to the attainment of 

In the manUfacture of furniture, from one-half to three-fourths only cheap products through cheapened labor. The bill strikes at the pro-
of the old number of persons is now required. ducer, whether capitalist or workingman. By its ramshackle p rovis-

In the lumber business 12 co-laborers with a Bucker ma-chine will ions, lawyers, doctors, co1mnissionaires, doctrinaires, office-holders, spec- · 
dress 12,000 staves; the same number of men by hand process would ulatorsJ coupon-clippers, middlemen, and the whole army of do-noth
dress but 2,500. One boy running a planing-machine in turning wood- ings- people who create nothing and try to control everything- are 
work for musical instruments and materials does the work of 25 men. to be benefited at the expense of the American toilers who earn their 

In manufactures of railroad supplies, rubber boot3 and shoes, silk, and living by exertion of brain or muscle, or both. The -5, OOu, 000 workers 
soap..the dispbcement is 50 per cent. in each. of America are to be pitted against the 30,000,000 workers of Europe. 

Bot there is another fador in the displacement of hand and muscular The free-list, which bas steadily grown of late years, is to be further 
processes, partially taken into account in the above statistics, which enlarged. In 1870 it aggregated one-ninth of the dutiable list; to-day 
trebles man's productive force. It is stated by the bureau of statistics it iR about one-half; so that one-third of all imported goods now come 
in Berlin that four-fifths of the engines now working in the world have in free of duty. All this talk about the '' inter.national comity of 
been constructed during the past twenty-five years. The force equiva- trade'' and ''the fixed economic principles which regulate trade and 
lent to the working steam-engines represents-in the United States, commerce between nations" has no interest to the American working-
7,500,(;00 horse-power; in England, 7,000,000borse-power; in Germany, man. The truth is, he believes that the $240,000,000 worth of foreign 
4,500,000 horse-power; in France,3,000,000, and in Austria, 1,500,000. goods which annually come into this market fr·om abroad ought to be 
Add the horse-power represented by locomotives, 3,000,000, all_d the made here. He reasons the whole question of "the surplus" and 
total is 46,000,000 horse-power. A steam horse-power is eq_oal to three ''protection" in this way : If the locking up of $100,000,000 of our 
actual horses' power, and a living horse is equal to seven men. The currency in our national Treasury, collected (he may admit) in the 
steam-engines of the world represent, therefore, the work of 1,000,000,- shape of taxes, causes congestion, contraction, and premonitory symp-
000 men. toms of a national panic, what would be the condition of our country 

Recent calculations by Hon. Edward Appleton, of Massachusetts, if the· balance of trade to the same amount went against u.s for only 
place the numberoflocomotives in the United States at 28,600. Com- four years of free trade, and in that time $400,000,000 of our gold left 
Iillssioner Wright thus summarizes Mr. Appleton's data : our shores, never to return, to swell the coffers of our commercial 

To do the work of these locomotives upon the existing common roads of the riYals? No arguments of Cobden Club parasites or free-trade profes
country and tp.e equivalen~ of ~hat which has been done upon the railroads the sors drawing fixed incomes from college funds can argue the Americ:.tn 
past year (1885) wo~ld reqmre,m round numbers, 54,000,000 horses and 13,500,000 ' work"'llan into any policy which exports American wa!Yes He believes 
men. The work 1s now done, so far as men are concerned, by 250,000. The . - . . · o · 
present cost of operating the railroads of the country with steam power is, in m keepmg the wage-earnmg power here; be wants the fiehl of labor 
round n.um.bers, $502,600,000 per annum; but to carry on the s:~.me amount of enlarged, not contracted: and to secuTe the enlargement of that field 
work w1th men and horses would cost the country $11,308,500,000. he advocates diversity of production and expansion of development. 

REFORM THE REFORMERS . I want to say just here that while it may be possible to pass this bill 
Now, gentlemen, many of you are ready to ask, what connection has in whole or emasculated, as a party measure, there are revising com

this wonderful array of statistical information to do with the tariff or mittees in all labor assemblies which will pass upon its merits inde
the Mills bill? Well, frankly, I know of no better way to enlist the pendent of politics; and these great bodies of intelli11:ent wage-earners 
regard of the Ways and Means Committee or arouse the attention of will stand like a wall of iron against the proposed free-list and the 
this Hoose to the amount of our machinery power and the magnitude cutting of wages foreshadowed in the -impaired duties named in the 
of our industries, or to the vicious partisan policy which has pro- dutiable list. American workmen have battled too long and sacrificed 
jected a crude measure, in my opinion, in to a Congress imperfectly too much in gaining the position they now hold, to now tamely sub
prepared to fairly consider it. My best judgment is against dragging mit to any parti.s!m demand. During this and the last Congress their 
tariff revision into politics. Our capitalists, manufacturers, and bread- power has been felt in t~is hall; a power which has both persuaded 
winners in general are of all shades of political opinion, and why half and constrained legislation for a more equal distribution of privileges, 
the industrial interests of the country should be brought into a game and unmasked the wrongs committed by monopoly and stall-fed av-
ofbattledoor and shuttlecock by politicians who have nothing at stake arlee. [Applause.] • 
except transient honors and temporary spoils, must seem to every right- But suppose we let some of these workingmen speak for themselves. 
thinking citizen a blundering and vicious proceeding. An enactment On the 8th of the present month a workingmen's mass-meeting was 
covering not over four pages of bill-paper could dispose of the present held in the illrge hall of Cooper Union, New York City. Its officers
'surplu.s and provide a just measure of revenue for the future. Michael Breslin, president, and .Jesse G. Miller, secretary- have sent 

Our manufacturers and workingmen will not be deceived by the free- me the following official copy of the resolutions adopted at the meeting : 
trade cries of ''monopolies,'' ''trusts,'' ''cotton lords,'' ''robber Whereas, the so-called Mills tariff bill, now under discui'sion in the House, of 
barons," and so forth. Three hundred and twenty-fiv-e men in any Representatives, by placing on the free-list many articles that come into com-
given industrv know more about J'ost wnae rates, hours of labor, profits petition with the products of American labor, and by sweeping reductions in 

-_, -n the duties upon others, menaces the ruin of many of our indnsh·ies, and would 
of their employers, and justice between man and man, than the three if enacted into a law, entail great loss of employment and widespread suffering, 
h undred and twenty-five Congressmen here assembled give them credit among wor1..--ing people; and · 
for. Whereas, the workingmen of this country have been contemptuously denied 

REGULATION OF WAGES. 

How are wages in the trades in this country established and regu
l ated? Are wage schedules mere matters of chance or caprice? Do 
the '' robber barons'' or ''monopolists '' I'aY such rates as they please? 
Go into any trades union, Knights of Labor assembly, labor union, or 
workingmen's association and you will get the correct answer. In 
these halls of organized labor rates of wages and rules governing trades 
are proposed, discussed, passed upon, promulgated, and sustained. 
They are the workin~men's legislatures, where wage, social, arbitra
tive, and economic- questions are settled. What an immense indus
trial army the united ranks of the Unionists and Knights aggregateJ 
over one million by actual count; and not n. member of the Cobden 
Club, honorary or active, carried on the.ll: muster-rolls. [Applause.] 

It is safe to assert that these two great bodies of organized labor regu
late and uphold directly one-third of the wage scales paid in this coun
try and Canada. Indirectly, but surely, the other two-thirds feel and 
acknowledge this supreme power in wage regulation, craft discipline, 
and industrial we1l-bein~. It is only during the abnormal period of a 
"strike" that the attention of the general public is called to these 
great organizations of skilled and unskilled labor, yet every day in the 
year witnesses nnd records the assembling and legislati-ve action of 
thousands upon thousands of these unions and assemblies. In the very 
nature of things these men associate for the protection of American labor, 
and in this connection I would direct the attention of members on both 
sides'ofthis House to theremarks made byl\fr. FOR.A.N, ofOhio, a week 
ago. 

:Mr. FORAN and myself are generally far apart on political questions, 
but on the labor problem, on the wages question, and especially in our 
vie-ws on the }.fills bill, we agree. 'Vhy? Because as representatives 
of organizetl skilled labor we see disorganization of and disaster to the . 

a hearing by the .majority of the Ways and Means Committee, which framed 
the bill; and · 

Whereas, it is now apparent t-o every workingman that the prevailing agita
tion of the tariff question and the proposed•reduction of duties are destroying 
confidence in business, reducing wages in some occupations and stopping alto
gether the wages in others; 

Therefore, we, the workingmen of the city of New York, in mass meeting as
sembled, earnestly protesting against the passage of the Mills tariff bill and 
against n.nyand all measures of a similar character which threaten the labor and 
industry of our country and propose to lower the American standard of wages, 
do hereby declare and proclaim the following resolutions : 

Resolt•ed, Thflt we demand of the ReprellenUl.tives in Congress !rom this city 
that they not only vote against this most recent attack on the prosperity of 
American labor, but that they use their utmost endeavors to secure its defeat. 

Resol,.·ed, That we protest against a bill which puts raw material on the free
list when that so-called raw material is the product of American labor. 

Resolt>ed, That we protest against a. bill which would break down the barrier 
which defends American labor from competition with the pauper labor of Eu-· 
rope !lnd Asia, and aims to reduce our families to the foreign level of cheapness 
and poverty. 

Resolved, That we demand that the internal-revenue war taxes be repealed, 
and that protection to American labor be maintained and made more effective. 

Rcsolt:ed, That we call upon our fellow-workingmen in all parts of the land 
to rise up and denounce tile :Mills tariff bill as a menace to our welfare and to 
our rights as citizens, which threatens to deprive us of the opportunities of edu
cation afforded by the American system of high wages. and we denounce as a 
frnud the free-trade argument that the cost of living in this country is increased 
in proportion to the rates of duly on imports, except as we choose and are able 
to live better here than our unfortunate rh·als in foreign countries. 

&sol,;ed, That copies of these resolutions be sent to the President and every 
member of Congress. 

. CO::IIPETITIOY Al\"D CHEAPNESS. 

The chief end of the Democratic ta1·iff argument is universal compe
tition and cheap goods. Sir Edward Sullivan, an authority seldom 
quoted by Cobdenites, says that-
free trade mean.s untaxed foreign competition; that foreign competition means 
competition in cheapness; competition in cheapness means competition in 
cheap labor ; competition in cheap labor meaus competit;ion.in flesh and blood ; 
and competition in flesh and blood is slavery. 
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Facilis efit descensus .Averni. 
I say again, it has cost the American workmen millions of dollars 

in wages and lost. tin:e to reach the vantage-ground which they now 
occupy. The capitaliSt and the wage-earner, the employer and the 
employe, after fierce years of strnggle and misunderstanding, now 
generally respect and consult each other's interests. What benefits one 
bene~ts th_e other. Arbit~atio~ is supplanting strikes; co-operative pro
ductiOn will succeed arbitratLOn, as co-operation is the child of confi
dence. H~ is a ~ean ~vorkman who begrudges his employer fair 
remuneratiOn for h1s cap1tal, and he is a mean employer who does not 
pay a fair day's wage for a fair day's work; for good labor at good 
wages is cheaper than poor labor at poor wages. Professor Thompson 
says: 

The lo:west wages that you can get a man to live on will not get the best work 
out of hun.. Put a whole peoJ?le on such wag~s, and keep them there, if you 
ca~ •. for two our three generattons, and you wtll have crushed the energy, the 
sptrtt, the heart out of that people, and made them a very inferior and unprofit
able class ofwor~en. On the~ther hand, "{\:agestbat put heart and hope into 
a man, that make h1m feel that h1s personal efforts and his best work are needed 
to keep them at -present rates, that o1fer him the prospect of becoming his own 
~aster by frul;{ahty, that enable him t~ educate .his children to fill a place like 
his own mtelhgently, or. perhaps to nse to a higher place, such wages are in 
the long run the best of mvestments. 

~e President and his party profess sympathy for and protection to 
th.e mterests. of labor. :S:ow ~hat ca~ be done by tak.ing thirty or forty 
fauly establiShed Amencan mdustnes fi·om the dutiable list and con
signing them to a free-list grave is more than I can comprehend. I 
be~ieve-and my belief is shared by. every intelligent workingman in 
this country-that the only safe policy for the protection and promo
tion .of American labor is to compel every Europea.n manufacturer to 
pay rnto the Treasury of the United States the difference in waaes he 
has saved by not paying his workmen as much as American wo:"kmen 
receive, before he is allowed to sell his goods in this country. 

A tariff revised on such a principle would meet the views of every 
fair-minded citizen, would allay alarm, give stability to ind ustrv satisty 
thee~ployer and employe, equalize the consumer's taxes prev~nt des
tr~ct~ve competition, e~courage new industries, and keep this nation, 
as It 1s confessedly now, m the front rank of the nations of the earth in 
material progress and Christian civilization. [Applause.] 

Mr. J. H. Walker, in au address delivered before the Massachusetts 
Club a short time ago, said: 

!n view oft~e difficulty of individual investigation a~d agreement., it is only 
fau· that all diSputants accept the rate of wages given m the United States or 
Massachusetts reports for the di1ferentc01mtries. I have taken the hi<>'hestrate 
for each country given by either report, and I find the following ye;rly earn
ings. Afamilyoffourper onsaverage to furnish two wage-workers. The total 
~~!s~~~fi'~r;~g~ of a man and woman in each country, in eight occupations, 

ri .-d ~ a ~ 
~ ~ ::s ~ 

Trades. 
,.. ol t:l ol 
aJ 'ro c:: .bo a a t:l 

,.. 
~ 

,.. 
f;l:j aJ 

~ Iii ~ C) 
------------

Carpenters: 
.!\Ian................ . .. .. ...... .. .. . .. .. . ... .. .... $700. 00 $383. 00 ~10. 00 $203. 50 $205. 50 
Woman......................................... 300.00 153.20 124.00 81.40 82.20 

. 1. 000. 00 

1

536.20 434.00 

1

284.90 I w. 70 
Sup~lies.......... . .................... . . ........ 216.00 206.00 206.00 206.00_ 206.00 

Possible savmgs. ..................... ...... 784.00 I 330.20 Z28. 00 I 78.90 81.70 

Laborcrs(common) : . =1=1==1== .1\fnn............................................... 450.00 235.00 188.50 150.00 155.50 
Woman......................................... 300.00 94.00 75.40 60.00 62.20 

750:001 329:001263.90 1210.00 -217.70 
· Supplies......................................... 216. 00 206.00 206~ 206. 00 206. 00 

Possible savings .......................... 534.00 123.00 57.90 4. 00 11.70 

Blackslniths: • =____:.=== 
Man............................................... 650. 00 368. 50 290. 00 269. 00 200. 00 
Woman............................... ........ . 300.00 147.40 116.20 107.60 80.00 

950. 00 515. 90 406. 20 376. 60 280. 00 
Supplies........................................ 216. 00 206.00 206.00 206. 00 206.00 

Possible savings ...............•.... .•...... ~ 309.90 "2<io.20!170:60 ----;u.ro 
Locomotive engineers: 

.1\J an............................................... 1, 250.00 456. 00 516. 00 460. 00 468. 81 
Woman.................................. ....... 300.00 182.40 206.40 184.00 187.52 

1, 550. ()() 638.40 722.40 644. 00 656. 33 
Supplies........................................ 216.00 206.00 206. 00 206.00 206.00 ----------------
Possible savings ... .. . .. ....... ...... ...... 1, 334. 00 432. 40 516. 40 438. 00 450. 33 

Locomotive firemen: 
Man ................. , .......................... 750.00 255.00 342.00 317.50 321.35 
Woman......................................... 300.00 102.00 136.80 127.00 128.54 

1,050.00 357.00 478~1 444.50 449.89 
Supplies......................................... 216.00 206.00 206.00 206.00 206.00 

Possible sa vin:s...... .... .......... ... ..... 834. 00 151. 00 ! 272. 80 1238. 50 243. 89 

Trades. 
i 
~ 
Col 

c:l 
--------------- ----------------
Tinsmiths: 

1\Jan............................................... $550.00 $325.00 $273.00 $220.00 $177.50 
Woman......................................... 300.00 130.00 109.20 88.00 71.00 

Supplies ........................................ . 

Possible savings ........ .................. . 

Tanners: 

~~~·;·;;:::::::::::::::·::.::::::::::::::::·.:::·:.: 

Supplies ....................................... .. 

850. 00 455. 00 382. 20 308. 00 2-!8, 60 
216. 00 206. 00 206. 00 206. 00 206. 00 

----------------
634. 00 249. 00 176. 20 102. co 42.50 

450.00 350. 00 347. 00 258. 00 210. 50 
300. 00 140. 00 138. 80 103. 20 &t 20 

750. 00 490. 00 485.80 361. 20 29-!. 70 
216. 00 206. 00 206. 00 206. 00 206. 00 

we?v~~~~le savings.......................... 534.00 284.00 279.80 155.20 88.70 

Man............................................... 500. CO 350.00 250.00 197.50 139.50 
Woman ....•...• ...... .................... ...... 300.00 140. 00 100. 00 79. 00 55. 80 

soo. oo 490. oo 350. oo 276. 50 195. ro 
Bupplies ................... ....... ............. . 216. 00 206. 00 206. co 206. 00 206, 00 

Possible saviugs............................ 584.00 284.00 14-!. 00 70.50 Minus. 

(During the delivery .of the foregoing remarks the hammer fell.] 
1\Ir. WILLIAMS. I ask that the gentleman from New York may be 

allowed to proceed, if he wishes to do so. 
Mr. F ARQU:S:AR. I a.m very grateful for the request, but shall not 

occupy further hme as other gentlemen desire to occupy the floor. 
~1r. ~A.Y~. l\Ir. Chairman, the platforms of the political organi

zatiOns m this country adopted in their great national conventions, pre
sum:'lbly at least, r~~resent their s~ntiments and convictions on public 
affaus and the policies of the part.1es adopting them. The Democratic 
party has year after year adopted platforms in the various States, and 
~vers: four years has adopted a national platform expressive of what 
It thmks ~oul~ catch votes. In 1856, upon this all-engro:'sing ana 
commandmg Issue of the tariff, the Democrati Ncational Convention 
resolved-

That jus~icc and sound poli~y forbid the Federal Govern~ent to foster one 
branch o.f mdustry. f.c? the detriment of another; or to cherish the interests of 
one portion to the mjury of another portion of our common country. 

. Its platform o~ 1856 re-affirmed the Kentucky and Virginia resolu
tions of1798, which averred among other things in substance that the 
pow.er of th~ Fede:r:al Government to levy taxes for the purpose of pro
tecting the mdustnes of the country did not exist· and the substance 
of that provision of those resolutions was incorporat~d into the Confed
erate constitution when it forbade the levving of taxes for the protec~ 
tion of American industries. ~ 

The ~latforms o.f 1860 of both t.he Douglas and the Breckinridge 
com·.entiOns were silent upon the subject:of the tariff. The Douglas 
~ontmgent of the. Democratic partY: at that time had, I presume, no 
very :pr?nonnced Ideas upon ~he subJect, represented, perhaps, a variety 
of opm10ns upon the question of protectioo, and did not seek to em
body tbem in any platform . 
. The Br~ck~idge contingent of the Democratic party at the same 

time had m VIew, beyond all doubt, the establishment of the Southern 
Confederacy; and its views of the policy that should obtain were ex
pressed in the C~nfederate c!onstitution in the way I have spoken of. 

The ~emocratic platfo~ of 1864 was also silent upon the subject of 
the tar1ff. In the convention of 1864 only the tail of the Democratic 
party was r~presented; the dog had not been admitted, and the dele
gates who had been chosen in the States that were represented in that 

.~onvention saw fit to give no expression of opinion upon this sub· 
Ject.. 

The Democratic platform of 1868 favored incidental protection in 
this language: 

A tariff for revenue upon foreign imports and such equal taxation under the 
interpal-r':venue.law~ ~ will a1fotd protection to domestic manufacturet·s, and 
as wlll, Without 1mpa1rmg the revenue, impose the least burden upon and best 
promote and encourage the great industrial interests of the country. 

That platform was more nearly the assertion of the theory of protec
tion than any other which the national conventions of the Democratic 
party have e"er adopted. The Democratic platform of 1872 averred: 

rhat there are in our m~ds~ honest but irreconcilabl~ differences of opinion 
w~th regar<~ ~o the respect1ye systems of protectio.n and fr~e ,trade; and we re
mit the de.c1;510n of the subject to the people, to their CongressiOnal districts, and 
to the dems1on of Congress thereof, wholly free from executive interference and 
dictation. 

It semed to be the leading idea of the Democratic party at that time 
that for an Executive to dictate the policy of the party was more than 
a violation of the amenities and courtesies of politics. It amounted 
perhaps to an infringement of the theory of our Government, that 
legislation upon this subject should originate in the House of Repre
sentatives. With the proposition embodied that the Congressional dis-

' 
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tricts should for themselves regulate the subject I am not disposed to 
quarrel. 

The plaUorm of 1876 demanded: 
That all custom-house taxation shall be only for revenue. 

The Democratic party at that juncture of its history had gone back 
to its original view asserted in the Kentuc~ and Virginia resolutions 
of 1798. 

The Democratic platform of 1880 also favored the tariff for revenue 
only; but the Democratic platform of 1884, upon which Grover Cleve
land was elected, straddled the subject. It declared: 

We therefore denounce the abuses of the existing tariff, and subject to the 
preceding limitations, which are, first, that t.'\xation shall be limited to the re
quirements of economical government; second, that the reduction of taxation 
can and must be effected without depriving American labor of the ability to 
compete successfully with the foreign labor, and without imposing lower rates 
of duty than will amply cover any increased cost in production which may ex
ist in consequence of the higher rate of wages prevailing in this country; we 
demand that the Federal taxation shall be exclusively for public purposes, and 
shall not exceed tlle needs of the Government economically administered. 

That is the platform upon which President Cleveland was elected. 
President Cleveland in view of that declaration would have done well, 

it seems to me, if he had permitted the subject of tariff revision to ha>e 
been managed exclusively and solely by the House of Representatives, 
which has -really control of the subject. But instead of doing that, 
President Cleveland sent to the House of Representatives at the open
ing of this session of Congress a message upon the subject of tariff re
vision which is without a parallel in the history of the American Re
public. No other President in any emergency of the country at any 
other time has sent to the House of Representatives a message so posi
tively and clearly indicating a line of policy upon an economic question 
as has President Cleveland in this case. 

Having done that, it is said that through the influence of the Ad
ministration exerted in various ways Democratic nominations in various 
Congressional districts of the country have been controlled by the Ad
ministration in the interest of fre trade Qr in the interest of the Presi
dent's policy as indicated in his message. The Administration has not 
only done that, but it is reported in the newspapers that Democrats of 
good standing and of influential position who have heretofore been 
looked upon as leaders of the party have been denied the benefit of 
patronage, have been denied access to the President in consultations, 
have been refused an opportunity of presenting their views and insist
ing upon them, and have been driven by every expedient at the com
mand of the Administration from the ranks of the Democratic party. 
It is even asserted, with what truth I do not pretend to say, that public 
measures involving the public interest have been denied the Executive 
sanction because of the attitude of Representatives in Congress upon 
the subject of tariff legislation. And it has been shown that the Ad
ministration, by an approval of the most charming and beautiful char
acter, has commended the attitude of a recalcitrant Pennsylvanian 
when he espoused the cause of the Mills bill upon the :floor of the House 
of Representatives to the detriment of his State and the injury of the 
whole country. [Applause.] 

Without parallel I have said is the action of the Administration on 
the question of tariff legislation in the House of Representatives. At 
no time in the history of the whole country has an administration or a 
President undertaken to influence so directly and so compulsorily the 
legislation of the House of Representatives as has been evinced and as 
is being daily evinced by this Administration upon this economic prob
lem which the House is now considering. 

Mr. REED. The next thing to it was in the case of the Kansas
Nebraska bilL 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes; there was a similar effort at that time by a 
Democratic administration in behalf of the extension of slavery. · 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in view of this platform of 188-!, which mani
festly straddled the subject of protection, which was of such tenor and 
import that my colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] could 
go into the State of New York and the State of New Jersey and ex
plain to the people of those States that protection was safe in the hands 
of the Democratic party; in view of the fact that representa.ti~es could 
go into the free-tl·ade States of this country and represent that the 
platform of 1884 was in favor of a revision of the tariff and in favor of 
free trade, is it fair, is is fair play that a President elected on that platform 
should influence the House ofRepresentati vcs with a view to the enforce
ment of his policy? Is it fair to the people of the com~ try that the 
House of Representatives, elected on that platform, many of whose 
members appear to be subject to coercion, should enact tariff legisla
tion looking toward free trade when that platform of 1884 was sus
ceptible of a construction looking towards protection? My conclusion is 
that it is not -right, that fair play requires that the voters of the United 
States, Democrats and Republicans, should have an opportunity of vot
ing on this subject before any action is taken by the House of Repre
sentatives. That chance should be given to the voters of this country 
before we enact tariff legislation. 

But, Mr. Chairman, in view of the duplex Democratic declaration 
of 1884, in view of the explanation given it in New York and New 

---

Jersey by l\1r. RAXDALL and other Democrats, what shall be said of 
the appointment of a Ways ancl.Mcans Committee, embracing six mem
bers from free-trade States, who absolutely re'present almost nothing 
of the economic interests of this country a.s compared with the great 
Northern States? It is true there is a. representative upon that com
mittee from the State of Pennsylvania, and there is a member on that 
committee from the State of Indiana,, but those gentlemen, distin
guished as they are, are but the tail, and ca.n be wagged ad l·ibitum by 
the Democratic dog. I mean this in no disrespectful sense. I mean 
it simply in the sense of outvoting the representatives from the North
ern States. The six representatives on the Ways and Means Committee 
from the Southern States and the two Democratic members of that 
committee from the Northem States formulated the Mills bill from be
ginning to end. The Republican m~mbers of the committee had 
nothing to tlo with it-they were not permitted to have anything to do 
with it. So the six Southern Democrats on that committee could do as 
they pleased, and there was nothing left for the two Northern Demo
crats to do but to fall into line, which they appear to have done, grace
fully. 

Why should these gentleman, forsooth, formulate and prepare a meas
ure on the subject oftariffrevision, which involves not only the pros
perity of capital, but the employment of labor also? They are not 
business men. Tariff revision deals with a business problem. They 
are not interested in the objects sought by protection. Protection is 
specially solicitous about the welfare of labor. Now, judge these gen
tleman by wbat their States represent in this respect. 

According to the census of 1880 the amount of wages paid in Ar
kansas was, in round numbers, $925,000; in Georgia, $5,266,000; in 
Kentucky, $11,670,0 ; in Tenue:::see, $5,254,000; in Texaa, $3,343,000; 
and in West Virginia, $4,313,000; an aggregate of about $30,750,000. 
Now, in my own litt.le county of Allegheny, represented by my col
league on my_right[Mr. DALZELL]andmyself, there were paid in wages 
that year $22,371,000. Thus the one county of Allegheny paid within 
eio-ht millions as much wages as the entire amount paid by tho~c Stnt€S 
represented by a majority of the majority of the Committee on '\ays 
and Means. 

Ir. ADAMS. What is that aggregate? 
Mr. BAYNE. Thirty million seven hundred and fifty thousnud dol

Jars was the amount paid by all the six: States represented by the ~·onth
ern membersofthe Committee on Ways and Meanswhoformubted the 
tariff bill under discussion. 

Mr. ADAMS. My own county in Illinois paid $37,000,000 in 1880, 
and last year paid $74,000,000 in wages. 

1\Ir. BAYNE. And thecityofPhiladelphiapaid$64,000,000in 18 0, 
and the State of Pennsylvania $134,000,000, and the great city of New 
York, not represented on the committee at all, paid $198,000,000. 

Ur. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask a ques
tion? 

Mr. BAYNE. I have not the time. I have only a half hour. I will 
yield for a question if my time be extended. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I have no power to do that, but I should like 
to ask the gentleman one question. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, as it is in the aggregate so it is in de
tail with these States. Take the wool statistics. 

States. 

Arkansas--·-···-···-·-·-··-····· 
Georgia ........................ .. 
Kentucky ...... .. .............. . 
Tennessee ................ ···-·-
Texas ....... : .............. ....... . 

Wool statistics. 

Foreign 
Number of wool in con
spindles. qition, pur

chased. 

1,360 
2,224 

14,110 
6,860 

600 

Pounds. 

Total................ ...... 25, 154 j ..................... j 
Vermont . ................. :~-···· 46,2641 161,404 1 
Rhode Island............ ..... 160,524 2, 1!!8, 726 
1\Iassachusetts ................. ~l, 776 7, 391,993 

Domestic 
wool pur

chased. 

Pounds. 
189,000 
366,274 

1,230,075 
883,338 
175, ()()() 

2, 843, 6ffl 

Scoured wool 
(not includ
ing waste 

or shoddy) 
purchas ed. 

Pounds. 
174,000 
310,074 

1,230,075 
805 836 
770:000 

=======!========= 
3,441,787 

17,151,957 
48, 748, oo I 

1, 719,580 
9,520,553 

28,034, !!31 

This table shows that the little State of Vermont has more spindles 
and purchased more wool than all the States represented by the gen
tlemen who controlled the formulation of this bill. The little State 
of Rhode Island, wHh but two Representatives in the House, exceeded 
all those States fivefold, and the State of Massachusetts did fifteen 
times the amount of business. 

Now, take the boot and shoe industry-I select that article to please 
my friend from :Massachusetts [Mr. RussELL]. Here is a table which 
shows the number of establishment-s and the amount of wages paid iu 
1880: 
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TABLE B. 

States. 

~~;1\~\\c:~{:~~;~\~:::~:{/\\~~~:~;:;~:::::::;;::~:::::·::~::::::::: •••···•i• ! •••••••~!i~ 
Total ........... ........ .................... .............. .... ................... .. --;;-l--185, 437 

~Iassachusetts ....................................................................... . 98Z I 24, 875, 106 

And by this it is shown that the six States honored with representa
tives on the Committee of Ways and Means had but 22 establishments, 
and paid in wages but $185,437, while the State of M:assachusetts had 
982 establishments and paid nearly $25,000,000 in wages. 

Here is a table with reference to iron and steel: 

Iron and steel. 

Stntes. 

Arkansas .. ........... ...... . ........................................................................ ! ................. . 

~::~~!~·:·:·:::::·:·:·:·:·:::::·:·:·:·:·:::::·:·:·:·:·:·::::·:·:·:·:·:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: . !i 1:ffi: ~~ 
Texas...................................................................................... 1 ?:; , 720 
'Vest Virginia ................................ : ....................................... 29 1,541,816 

Total. ... ........ ................................................................. . 

Pennsylvania. ........................................................................ .. 
New York ............................................................................. . 

n6 1 3, 759, 1os 

389661 25 (YJ5 850 
~099:451 

Now, here is a table which makes a like exhibit and tells a like story. 
Take leather, tanned, and this is what is shown: 

TABLE D.-Leather, tanned. 

States. 

Arkansas .................................................................... .......... .. 
Georgia .................................................................................. . 
Kentucky .......... ... .............. , ................................................. .. 
T ennessee ............................................................................. . 

~:s~V'i;gi~i~·:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

4 
79 
46 

113 
21 
93 

S942 
18,040 
33,263 
27,700 
3, !>24 

99,338 

Total.............................................................................. 336 181, 2f17 
==='==== 

California ....... ........................................................................ . 63 132,629 
New Jersey ............................................................................ . 56 762,697 

I have tried hard to find out something that they do down there. 
something they manufacture. I have looked over the long list with 
that object in view, and I have found that they do some leather tan
ninrr. They have 356 leather-tanning establishments, and they paid 
in ;'ages $184,207. California, having but 6? establishments, paid out 
$132,000; and New Jersey, with but 56, paid over $762,000 a year in 
wages. It required but $319 to run an establishment in the States 
that have a majority of the majority of the Ways and Means Commit
tee while in New Jersey and California it required over $7,000. No 
wo~der they have no strikes down the_re. [Laughter on the Repub
lican side.l 

Mixed textiles make a like showing: 

States. 

Arkansas ............................................................................................................ .. 
~~~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ......... 5 ....... $:i35:M8 

, Tennessee.............................................................................. 1 7,500 

ii:s~svi~i~;:·::::::::::::::::::::::·.::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::::::::: 
Total.................. . . . ...... ... ........... ...... . ........ .......... ........... 6 143, 448 

===!==== 
Connecticut ........................................................................... . 43 988,848 
Pennsylvania. ................ : ...................................................... . 126 11,536,818 

Now, an examination of this table shows that the little Stat<: of Con 
necticut paid nearly a million dollars in wages, while all the Stat-es or· 
the Ways and Means .Committee south of Uason and Dixon's line 
paid but $143,000,and the greatStateofPennsylvania paid eleven and a 
half millions. 

Next I have selected the glass establishments, and I have taken the 
number of establishments and the capital employed, and the total 
wages paid as shown by the census of 1880. Here is the exhibit: 

..... g;s.; 
~~5 !:.!:~ 

¢>~§ 

:S 
~~ 

States. ,Q<Il] d 
-·~ s~ ell ·s. ~~ ::1~;:::: 

C3 z 8P. 

. . I 

fE~i.:>:::: ::: :::::.::::;;:;;::::;;;;;;:::::~;.;:;;; iiJ::::::J ::::~~:.:~: ::::: ;~:~~ 
~v~\;.i~iici~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ........ '1'1:::::::::::::::::: ............. 7oo 

Total ......................... :................................. 61 795,000 I 15l,<Y.!2 

NewJersey......................................................... Zll 2,728,0211 1,300,C38 
Pennsylvania....................................................... 78 7,639,706 3,897,306 

All the States of the South having representatives on the Ways and 
Means Committee had but 6 establishments, with a total capital of 
$725,000, and they paid but $151,000 in wages, while New Jersey had 
27 esta.blishments and Pennsylvani::l. 78, and the gentlemen who rep
resent States largely devoid of this industry undertake to legislate 
upon it, as if they were quite capable of understanding the subject, 
and with a confidence which few men would dare to arrogate. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, why should a committee representing no more 
business enterprise than that, h'llowing no more about the economic 
problem which is presented .by this bill than these figures imply-why 
should such a committee undertake to formulate legislation for the con
trol of the business interests of this country? This is a business mat
ter and business men should look into it and manage it. But, sir, I 
aver, and I challenge contradiction, that while we of the North are in 
favor of high wages to workingmen, you of the South are in favor of 
low wages. You want to keep wages down. I aver that__you want to 
keep them down and that you mean to keep them down, and I know 
the reason you want to keep wages down. The gentleman from South 
Carolina [ll.r. HEYPHILL] was honest enough to admit it the other 
day. You want to keep wages low because the few own the property 
in the Southern States, and if you raise wages you will put the wage
workers in competition with the few. Those wage-workers will grad
ually pick up little bodies of land and take to growing cotton and sugar 
and other things in competition with you, and I aver that the majority 
of tbe Committee on Ways and Means want low wages, and do not 
want any legislation that will maintain or raise the wages of the work-
ingmen of this country. . 

Mr. HOOKER. I say to the gentleman that the negroes of the 
South, in my region at least, are the best paid laborers in this conn try 
or anywhere else. 

!Ir. FUNSTON. Yes; they get $8 a month. 
!Ir. HOPKINS, of Illinois. No; they do not get $8 on an average. 
Mr. BLAND (to Mr. BAYNE). How about your coal region in 

Pennsylvania and the Carnegie works, andyonrfights and your strikes? 
Mr. BAYNE. I have given the reason why they have no strikes 

down South. It is because they have nobody to strike and nothing to 
strike for. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I endeavored to show in the first place by the 
declaration of the Democratic party in its national conventions, and by 
the course pursued by that party in States like New York, New Jersey, 
and Pennsylvania that it was not fair to revise the tariff at this session 
of Congress, because the issue had not been fairly and squarely made 
in the campaign of 1884, or since that time; and my next endeavor has 
been to show that the gentlemen from the six Southern States on tile 
Ways and Ueans Committee have the power to control their two Dem
ocratic associates from the Northern StateS, and that those gentlemen 
are wholly unfit to revise the tariff in a business-like way and accord
ing to practical business principles, because they are utterly lacking 
in that business knowledge which is requisite to such an undertaking. 

While I b.we thus, however, endeavored to show that the consider
ation of the question should be postponed until a Congress shall have 
been elected upon the square issue presented by the President's mes
sage, there is no sort of doubt that the Democratic majority will per
sist in its endeavor to foist upon the country the product of its theo
retical know ledge of economical questions, because that party has always 
placed its dependence upon theories rather then upon facts, and looks 
with more favor upon the a priori method of reaching conclusions than 
it does upon the practical course of deriving conclusions from actual 
experience. 

The Democratic party in the past, whenever it came into power, has 
reduced tariff duties. During the ninety-nine years of our national ex
istence under the present Constitution there have been over one hundred 

--------------------~--· -- -----------------
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and thirty-five tl.Cts of Co!lgress relating to tariff. The history of the in manufacturinO' interests should be driven to other empl\lyments 
country presents periods of alternation between protection and tarift many of them w~uld turn their attention to agriculture, and while 
for revenue. Every period of tariff for revenue was the result of Dem- the number of home consumers would not be increased, the number of 
ocratic ascendancy, and every period of protection.. was the result of the producers would be augmented. 
success of the Whig or Republican party. During the prog~-ess of this Now, bow any sensible people having such resources as we hav~ in 
great debate-a debate I believe to be unequaled in the history of the tnis country, having such a home market as ours is, and having the 
country for learning, versatility, and the citation of facts-during the power by reason of our great resources to make the United States the 
progress, I say, of this debate, one great and impor!ant reature of the gold treasury of the world-why any sensible people should abandon 
system of vrotection has not been ~laborated anythmg like as_ fully ~s a policy which secured beyond all doubt these great advantages to us, 
itB importance would seem to reqllll'e. I refer to the effect wh1ch tarift is a mystery to me, and it seems to me it should be a mystery to every 
legislation would have upon our :financial system. patriotic citizen of the country. It is without justification or excuse. 

The student of our history and the clerk capable of single-entry book- It is a bad time to make the change, for in the calendar year of 1887 
keeping will alike come to the conclusion that our financial system de- our domestic exports were about $703,000,000, while Qur import<:; were 
pends largely upon practical protection. The student of history will $708,000,000, and for the :first time in fifteen or sixteen years has the 
ascertain by an examination of our past that in every period of low balance of trade turned against us. If the Mills bill should become a 
tariff the precious metals were drained out of the country. The law the balance of trade would become still greater and greater against 
precious metals were sent abroad to purchase the products of foreign us. History would repeat itself. The Democratic policy, which has 
countries. The panic of 1837 an~ the panic of 1857 occurred after and always heretofore driven from the country our precious metals and 
in consequence of the tariff of 1833 and after aud in consequence of the drawn into the country the products of foreign countries, would drive 
tariff of 1846. The gold and silver had been drained out of the conn- our vast accumulation of precious metals abroad_ aml would draw in 
try. The banks were unable to redeem their paper. By many persons the products of foreign manufacturers. 
who have not thought upon the subject the conclusion is arrived at When our gold and silver should have gone abroad and our paper 
that bad management was solely responsible for that. The truth is, should not be convertible into coin, and commercial credits should be 
that in nearly all cases it was the interest of the State banks to _pre- brought to the test which the absence of good money always brings 
serve their integrity and their solvency and to redeem their paper and about, we should have a repetition of the experience of 1837 and of 
to maintain themselves as respectable, solvent institutions. 1857. That is the outlook which the Democratic majority of the Ways 

The men -who were inteTested in those banks had put their money in and Means Committee, and the Democratic majority in the Honse of 
them; they bad the pride of success, and the misfortunes of the banks Representatives, and the Democratic President of the United States in
meant losses to them, but they could not help it. The misfortunes to vite. They do not invite it, perhaps, intentionally; they do it unwit
the banks were the results of national legislation which caused the tingly. Some do it, perhaps, through motives of jealousy; there may be 
precious metals to go abroad, and which thus disabled the banks so real envy here and there. It is not difficult to discern that most of the 
that they could not redeem their paper. Up to 1860 the United Southern Democrats would just as leave buy what they want from Old 
States mints bad coined over six hundred millions of dollars of gold, England as from New England. On memorial occasions, or when an 
and yet at that time there was but about one hundred and fifty or one appropriation is wanted for some public exhibition at New Orleans or _ 
hundred and sixty millions of gold in tlie United States. Four hundred at some other point, sectional lines seem to be obliterated and the gush of 
and fifty million dollars of this sum and all the gold we had obtained fmternal regard seems to :fill the lips and hearts of our Southern friends 
in the years preceding that time had gone abroad. Now, the presence to overflowing. But when it comes to a practical test of friendship, 
of gold and silver coin, and the paper of the banks and of the Govern- when it comes to a question whether a few cents more shall be paid for 
ment redeeming paper currency with gold and silver coin, make the the blanket manufactured in Iowa or in New England over the price 
paper currency of the country equally as good as coin. We have now demanded for such a blanket by Old England, then the gush subsides 
a paper currency which is just as good as gold. It is just as go?d as and the fraternal spirit takes a rest. 
gold, because it can be converted into gold at any moment of tinie. We want no tariff legislation at this session of Congress. When tho 

Now, I want you to think for a moment about what the tariff of1861 tariff shall be revised we want it revised by its friends. The Hepub
has done in this behaU: The balance of trade in all the history of the licans, however, are perfectly willing t~ reduce the revenue of the Gov
country before 1861 was against us, excepting an occasional year now ernment. They are willing to take the taxoffdomestictobacco, which 
and then, bnt the high tariff of 1861, notwithstanding the grea:t war, will reduce the revenue $30,000,000. They are willing to take the 
notwithstanding the fact that 1ve purchased largely fi·om abroad, and duties off raw sugar and to place a small duty on refined sugar, and 
notwithstanding the fact that we borrowed great sums of money from to pay a bounty equivalent to the present rate of duty on the home _ 
foreign countries, en.abled us to redeem all our bonds held abroad, to production of sugar. They are willing to release from duty the spirits 
pay for products which were purchased abroad, and so early as 1868 or used in the arts and to discontinue special liquor licenses. There they 
1870 the balance of trade began to turn in our favor, and from that time want to stop. This simple proposition will reduce the revenue between 
on each succeeding year brought gold and silver into our country from $80.000,000 and $90,000,000, as much as and probably more than it 
foreign countries to pay for what we sold to foreign countries in excess should be reduced. The Republicans feel it to be their duty to rem em
of what we bought from them, and to such an extent has this trade ber the soldiers of the Republic, most of whom are now a good way 
been in our favor that the vast aggregate is not less now than one past the meridian of life and many of them needing that assistance 
thousand four hundred millions of dollars. which the Government should nQt hesitate to freely give. It is there-

Now, anybody who would theorize about this would conclude that fore the aim of the Republican party to maintain a sufficient income 
we ought to have in the United States a large quantity of gold and sil- by the Government to provide for such as these. 
ver; and what is the fact? Why the fact is we have an immense quan- The cry of the President and the Democratic party as to the great 
tity of gold and silver-a greater quantity than we have ever had at danger resulting from the vast surplus in the Treasury is the invention 
any former period of our history. It is estimated that there is now f h Th p · 
.in the United States between eight and nine hundred millions of dol- of the politician, and not the outgiving o t e statesman. e resl-

dent knows that the national banks all over the country have deposits 
lars of gold bullion and gold coin, and we have over three hundred mil- of money belonging to the Government, and be knows that the money 
lions, including fractional currency, of silver coin. There are more thus deposited is being used for commercial purposes. The list of banks 
than two coined dollars back of every paper dollar, and every paper obtained from the Secretary of the Treasury by the gentleman f.rom 
dollar is consequently as good as a coined dollar. It was the Repub- h dr d f h 
lican policy of protection that brought about this condition of-things. Iowa [MJ:. WEAVER] shows that there are about three nn e o t em 

R bli li f · having deposits. The President and the Secretary of the Treasury 
Now, suppose you supplant the epu can po cy 0 protectiOn know it now if they did not know it before, that they have the power 

with the Democratic plan. What is the result going to be? Simply to purchase United States bonds with the money that comes ~t~ the 
a vast increase of imports without a corresponding increase of exports. Treasury, and it is obviously within their power to reduce the surplus 
Our exports are absolutely regulated by the la.w of supply and de- d bl 
maud. We cannot sell one bUBhel more of wheat in London under a by the purchase of bonds to whatever extent they may deem a visa, e. 
free-trade policy than we can sell under the protection policy. In the face of these two fucb:l, the distribution of the money through-

It bas been asserted over and over again in this debate t"hat the out the country to the national banks, and the power of the Secretary 
value of wheat is :fixed by the quantity offered at Mark.Lane. That of the Treasury to purchase Government bonds, to raise a hue and cry 

Proposition ignores the important factor of home consumption as if about the danger of the surplus interfering with the business of the 
h fix · hil · h h country is sheer nonsense. The business of the country is threatened 

Mark Lane came over ere and ed our pnce, w e m trut t e with infinitely great~r disaster by the legislation proposed in the l\1ills 
price fixed here is owing to the home supply and the home demand, 
and that those two regulate the q~antity which we offer in Europe. bill, and next November, when the people of the country will have an 
Now, while it is true that Mark Lane fixes the value of wheat over opportunity of deciding whether the Republicans be right or the Dam
there, wheat is made neither higher nor lower by protection or free trade o~ts ~e right, if I am not ~reatly mistaken the verdict will be deci
supposing the present conditions to continue. But if the policy of swely m favor of the Re~u blicans. 
free trade shall obtain the value of wheat and of all other farm prod- Mr. L IRD was recogmzed. 
nets is likely to become much less both in this country and in Europe, I Mr. WEAVER. 1\Ir. ChaU:man, as I am to follow the gentleman 
and for this simple reason: If the operatives and capital now engaged from Nebraska [Mr. LAIRD], 1t may as well be understood now byth~ 
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Chair and by the House t.hat I have agreed to yield, him ten minutes of 
my time, to begin at the end of his own time. 

Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Chairman, the financial condition of this country 
to-day is such as to alarm thinking men in to reflection. 

Speaking of this condition, the President of the United States, in his 
message of December 6, 1887, uses the following language: 

You are ~onfronted at the threshold of your legislative dutieS" with a condi
tion of the national finances which imperatively demands immediate and care
ful consideration. 

This condition of our Treasury is not altogether new; and it has more than 
once of late been submitted to the p eople's representatives in the Congress, who 
alone can apply a remedy. And yet the situation still continues, with aggra
vated incidents, more than ever presaging financial convulsion and wide-spread 
di'>!l.Ster. ' 
It will not do to neglect this situation because its dangers are not now pal

pably imminent and apparent. They exist none the less certainly, and await 
the unforeseen and unexpected occasion when suddenly they will be precipi
tated upon us. 

Proceeding, he says that the accumulations by the 30th of June, 
1888, will swell the surplus to $140,000,000. This is the condition as 
confessed to by this officer, and I accompany it by a statement made 
by a leading banking concern of New York, which shows that the 
amount of money now withdrawn from the circulation and at present 
available for the redemption of the debt of the United States is not, as 
stated by :Mr. Cleveland, $140,000,000, but, on the contrary, reaches 
the enormous sum of $330,000,000. Here is the statement: 

The following figures are from the official statement, of James W. Hyatt,, 
Treasurer United States, issued March 31, 1888: Gross amount of cash in bis hands 
as Treasurer, $673,158,371.60; against which has been issued in gold, silver, and 
legal-tender-note certificates, $292,395,394; leaving net money in his hands as 
Treasurer, $380,762,977.60, out of which the Treasurer has $61,231,647.36 lying in 
the national banks, secured by deposit with him of Government bonds. 

Of this vast sum now out of use, $100,000.000 is retained as a reserve a,<Yll.inst 
the legal-tender notes; $37.249,253.08 is ret!1ined to cover various !1PPropria~ions; 
S99,192,622.15 is the actual net amount retamed to cover redemptiOns of natiOnal
bank notes, leaving $130,326,758.54 as the actual surplus at that date. Of this 
amount $25,752,828.20 is fractional silver. . 

The spirit of all Ia ws of Congress is that only $100,000,000 shall be kept 1dle, 
but from this statement we see ~30,326,758.54 is kept idle, and with the nearly 
S100 000 000 also idle awaiting the slow process of redeeming national-bank 
not~s ~e have a grand total of idle money of upwards of $330,000,000, or suffi
cient to redeem on a 2 per cent. basis all the outstanding 4!- per cent. bonds due 
in 18'Jl, and with the additional accumulation of sm·plus up to end of the fiscal 
year June 30, 1888--say S36,ooo,ooo-would then leave the $100,000,000 reserve 
against legal tenders intact and some $"--5,000,000 besides. 

If the 1·emedy for the " trouble" depends on " Congress" it should awake at 
once. 

In the light of this statement of the business men, taken from the 
report of ~is Treasurer, Mr. Cleveland conceals the true situation by 
minifying the amount of available surplus $200,000,000. Not much 
of a difference to the Executive, perhaps, but a difference to the shrunken 
volnme of currency, which weighs every hour of its continuance with 
untold peril. 

In my judgment all that is here said by the Executive and by the 
bankers concerning the evil consequences of the sequestration of the 
enormous sums of inoney represented by the Treasury surplus is true, 
and more. 

Nor are the evils of the situation hidden in the prospective; they are 
now "palpably immiJ:ient and apparent." 

The demoralizing effect of the withdrawal and withholding of the 
money of the people from the great business enterprises recentl;r ~n
tered upon or projected can be seen by any careful observer of affairS. 

When all securities, stocks, and bonds, Government as wel.l as others, 
are going down and interest is going up; when wheat and the great 
staples of the West, when iron and its manifold products are declining; 
when wages are falling and strikes are choking the great lines ~f trans
portation and threatening general revolt and the stoppage of mternal 
carriage and the commerr..e dependent thereon, and others still have 
but recently released their hands from the vital supply of coal; when 
trusts are springing up on every side inspired to unholy activity by 
the example of the Government, and are on every side combining with 
evil fortune and hard times to further depress universal trade and de
feat individual endeavor; while these trusts, the monsters of traffic, de
fying lawful methods, are with one hand crushing out contracts, and 
with the other sowing the seed of desperation that soon may ripen into 
anarchy, the President of the United States confronts the situati?n by 
saying in his me...."Sage that there is no authority for the applicatiOn of 
these funds to the purchase of bonds not now due, except that-
found in an appropriation bill passed a number of years ago, and it is sub
ject to the suspicion that it was intended as tempora1·y and limited in its appli
cation. 

Here, Mr. Chairman, is the law referred to by the Executive as "sub
ject to suspicion" and supposed to be ''temporary:" 
a.ct of l'tiarch 3,1881, authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase 

United States bonds with his surplus money. 
Be it enacted, etc. 

* * SEc. 2. That the Secretary of the Trt>..a.sury may at any time apply the surplus 
money in the Treasury, not otherwise appropriated. or so much thereof as he 
may consider proper, to the pru·chase or redemption of United States bonds: 
Provided, That the bonds so purchased or redeemed shall constitute no part of 
the sinking fund, but shall be C.'\nceled. 

Approved March 3,1881. 
It has stood upon the statute-books unchallenged until now, and 

under it subsequent administrations without question bought up and 
I".d.eemed ·$182,241, 750 of the bonds of the United States, and under 

/ 

which, as the only and sufficient authority, his own Secretary of the 
Treasury has already purchased not only the 4 ~ per cent. bonds due in 
1891, but also the 4 per cents. dne in 1907, paying for the former 108 
cents on the dollar and for the latter 127 cents on the dollar, expend
ing in the purchase of $18,088,000 of such bonds $21,665,500 of the 
surplus under this authority repudiated by the President. 

Mr. Chairman, does not the President go to desperate lengths tore
lieve himself and his administration of the responsibilities of the sitn· 
ation when he says that because the law of 1881 is "subject to sus
picion" he therefore refuses to proceed under it? What is this but 
repudiation of the laws? Who is ''suspicious'' of the law? Who has 
said it was temporary? Has the court said so? Has the Congress re
pealed it? And if not where does he obtain the power to set aside at 
will a law passed and approved four years before he came to power? 

From whence does he obtain the authority to nullify the acts of 
Congress? We supposed we bad a servant committed by his oath to 
the execution of the laws. We awake to find we have a master be
fore whose imperial will the laws must bend or yield. 

Thus far this Administration bas furnished the country much food 
for reflection, but none so startling as this. 

There was one of the subordinate officers of the Government who, 
intoxicated with power, undertook the suspension of the laws'' upon 
suspicion,'' and this same President placidly broke his official neck, to 
the. entire satisfaction of all well-wishers of good government. It is 
unnecessary, sir, to say that I refer to the late unlamented 1\Ir. Will
iam Andrew Jackson Sparks. 

Will His Excellency make his own significant commentary andre
strain his exuberant impetuosity when he is tempted to use the im
perial veto on laws he can only obey, or disobeying, take the conse
quences. 

But, sir, supposing the President sincere in his reference to the law 
of 1881, bow will he or his champions explain the fact that he refused 
his approval to exactly such a law a.s he says the situation now needs, 
and if now has always during his term of office needed? 

The Forty-ninth Congress passed what is known as the ''Morrison 
surplus resolution" July 30, and sent it on that day to the President. 
He did not return it, and Congress adjourned August 7, 1885, and the 
resolution was killed by the deliberate act of the man who now lays 
all the evils of the surplus to want of authority to buy bonds, which 
he is buying, or, in other words, to Congress. 

And, Mr. Chairman, if the situation is so perilous and the demand 
for relief so imperative, why is it that the bill to provide for the pur
chase of bonds, which passed the House February 29, 1888, went to the 
Senate, was amended, returned to the House, and referred to the Com
mittee on Finance March 1, and reported back to the House March 6, 
bas not been called tJ.p, considered, and passed? Who is responsible 
for this? , 

Is it not the duty of the majority to save the industries of the coun
try from death by financial inanition, to the end that they may try the 
effects of tariff reform on them, for the benefit of science, if nothing else? 

1\Ir. Chairman, one of the objectiops of the President to the law of 
1881, directing the application of the surplus to the purchase of undue 
bonds~ is that it is found in an appropriation bill. This is not without 
a precedent other than that furnished by a Republican administration. 

In Polk:s message of December, 1847, he said : 
It is recommended that as soon as the war shall be over (with Mexico), all the 

surplus in the Treasury not needed for other indispensable objects shall con
stitute a sinking fund, and be applied to the purchase of the funded debt, and 
that authority be conferred by law for that purpose. , 

In accordance therewith came the tardy act, section 9 of the appro
priation bill of March 3, 1853, whereby the Secretary of the Treasury 
was authorized "to purchase at the current market rate any of the 
outstanding bonds of the United States that be may deem most ad
visable from any 'surplus' funds in the Treasury," but the surplus 
must not be reduced below six millions (Statutes at Large, volume 10, 
page 212). · . 

Under this act of 1853 the Democratic administration paid as high 
as 21 per cent. premium for bonds due in twenty year~. Here is the 
statement: 

Statement showing 'when debt of United States was 1·edeemable, rate of in
terest, and rate of p1·e1nium paid. 

Premium paid. 

Rate of When Loan. inter- redeemable. J uly 30 Jan.1 Aug.26, Ja.n.3, Mar.4 est. to Dec. to Aug. 1854, to 1855, to to Oct. 
25,1853. 25,1854. Jan.2, Mar. 3, 17, 1857. 1855. 1857. 

--- ------------
Percent. Percent. Per cent. Percent. Pe-rcent. Pc1·cent. 

1842 .. ••.. 6 Dec. 31, 1862 16 Ioi' 11 10 10 
1846 ... ... 6 Nov.12, 1856 8k 6 3 2t to It 
1&17 ...... 6 Jan. l, 1868 21 21 16 16 16 
1848 ...... 6 July!, 1868 21 21 16 16 16 
Texas 
indem-
nity ..... 5 Jan.1, 1865 . .............. 10 6 6 6 
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In from three to four years the Secretary of the Treasury, under the 

act of 1853, had paid in premiums over $4,600,000, and claimed he had 
saved in interest $14,600,000. 

Mr. Chairman, before the hoarded treasures of the Government had 
reached their present dangerous sum the prosperity of the country west 
of the Missouri River was never greater. The amount of internal im
provement during the :years 1886-'87 was unparalleled, and yet to-day 
hundreds of miles of graded railroad line through Kansas, Nebraska, 
Dakota, and Wyoming lie tieless and unironed, waiting for the will 
and power of the great corporate owners and projectors to give the 
''touch of life '' to their work and deliverance to the conn try they pene
trate, which is now hopelessly cut off from the commercial world. 

You ask the managers of great Western syst-ems, which a year ago 
began work that was to end on the shores of the Pacific, why it is that 
they have suspended, and they will answer you it is because they can 
not profitably get the means with which to proceed, that they dare not 
take the risks, that capitalists and stockholders are stricken with a 
sudden dismay, and that they are halting between hope and fear until 
the millions in the Treasury are unlocked and the surplus ceases to 
menace the country with ruin. 

The shadow of caution, distrust, and fear has fallen upon the business 
of the country, and the nation seems to have wakened suddenly to the 
fact that its very life-blood is congested; that its medium of exchange, 
its money, its gold, all that which circulating through the peaceful 
channels of business constitutes the calm health of nations, is being 
"pooled," "cornered," and "combined" in the "dead-lock" of tbe 
Treasury, from whence its influence issues like a malediction, paralyz
ing credit and capital into conservative inactivity. 

In view of this condition of the country and its business, incident 
to the condition of the Treasury, it is truly time to call a halt, and not 
only ask but know what is the trouble and who is responsible for it; 
what is the remedy, and apply it. 

The remedy and responsibility, sir, under existing laws, rest with 
the Secretary of the Treasury and the executive head of the Govern
ment, and if those responsible will at once undertake the purchase and 
redemption of the two hundred and thirty millions of 4~ per cent. bonds 
due in 1891, which can be bought at a premium of 8 per cent., and an 
annual saving of 2 or 2~ per cent. on the entire interest, then the burden 
which is weighing the country down will be lifted and the great work 
of development now standing at a halt can go forward. 

The theory of the Democratic majority is that the tariff is at fault, 
and that all the evils of the times are to be laid upon it. I will not 
stop at this moment to discuss a theory which may remotely affect the 
situation. Whether the surplus sprang from the tariff or not, it is still 
true that in eithet event the Democratic party is responsible, for it 
alone had the power to lower the taxes and stop the accumulations. 
Whether good or evil, the surplus is a fact, and as such demanded the 
attention of the majority party and its Executive, and that attention 
they have stubbornly or ignorantly refused to give. And so I appeal 
from their theory to this faet: Suppose the Secretary of the Treasury 
should to-morrow call in the sixty-one millions of money of the Gov
ernment loaned without interest to the national banks of the country, 
and they in turn should call on their customers who are carrying on 
vast undertakings based upon this credit, would not this contraetion 
produce a crash that would involve the commercial world in ruin? 
This, I take it, would give us a result for which we would not be in
debted to theory, and which would be so dire and complete'that no man 
on this floor cares to invoke the test. 

.Mr. Chairman, the mismanagement of the surplus was not the first 
mistake of this political Moses. Has the country forgotten that the first 
act of Mr. Cleveland's Administration was to advertise in his annual 
message of 1885 for a panic? He asked the world to furnish him a panic 
to prove that his theory that silver was the enemy of gold and would 
drive the latter across the seas was true. 

The President had borrowed this prediction from the financial 
prophets of the Administration in Wall street-from gentlemen who 
inherit their disinterested ability to shape the financial course of this 
nation in a direct line of transmission from the money-changers that 
Christ recommended should be scourged from the temple. 

There was no panic. The prediction failed. The much-conjured 
devil of destruction was too decent to come forth. The loaded dice of 
the Administration, thrown in conspiracy with the proposed Wall-street 
gold corner, failed to produce the expected, if not the desired, result. 
Not fate and chance, but the laws of business, incapable of corruption 
or the influence of man, defended us. 

Take it all in all, Mr. Chairman, the result of the financial poli<::y of 
the Administration has not been happy upon theW est. Whether that 
policy had its origin in igno-:rance, indifference, or mendacity, its culmi
nation has produced results costing us millions in additional interest 
charges upon our loans, and renewals of the same; millions matched, 
by the Government ''corner '' on the money, from the toil-stained hands 
of the farmers of the West, whose life is a patient struggle waged ..with 
unpretending courage against "a sea of troubles." 

It was a cruel blow to a class of men numbering all toldover7,000,-
000, and including directly or indirectly one-third of the entire popu
lation of the United States. And they are a class that deserve well of 
the Republic. They are neither socialists, anarchists, nor grumblers. 

Under all the terrible temptations of impending ruin they are still fbe 
living promise of the country's peace, prosperity, and stability. They 
are as fundamental as the Andes or the Rockies, and constitute the 
backbone of both our system of business and of government. And so 
long as they can live I have no fear for the Republic. 

Mr. Chairman, here is a verification of the disastrous effects of the 
surplus policy of this Adm~stration on the farm products of this coun
try-nor is its full loss to the country west of the Missouri computed 
here, nor can it be with any just degree of certainty, because of the 
additional loss to the far West on account of transportation. 
Average export prices of certain commodities for the fiscal years from 1854 

to 1861 compared with 1885, 1886, and 1887. 

Years.. Corn, per Wheat, per Cotton, per Butter, per Cheese, per 
bushel. bushel. pound. pound. pound. 

1~ to 1861 ......... $0.75 $1.33 $0. JOg to.m· S<).09if 
1 -.1886, 1887 ...... . 50-!lr -~!a .10 .16nr .09 

----
Difference ..... .24-J\ . 4.5llJ .00& .01-f<i .00! 

Comparative yearly loss to American farmers on said crops between above 
- periods. 
On corn ... .............. ............. ........... ..... .............................. .... .... ........... $366,000,000 
On wheat ........• ......... ....................... ........ ............. ...... .•...•.................• 205,580,000 
On cotton........................................................................................... 22,000,000 
On dairy products. ................ ..................................................... ,........ 56,290,000 

. 

Total yearly los.s ........................................... ............ .... ........... . 649,870,000 
From the first tab1e it appears that the total average yearly loss to 

agriculture during the years 1885, 1886, 1887, as compared with the 
years from 1854 to 1861, is $649,870,000, or a total loss for the three 
years of the monstrous sum of $1,949,610,000. And this loss is con
temporaneous with the policy of ''cornering'' the money of the country 
in the United States Treasury commenced with his own administration, 
and now, by his own admission, about to culminate in ruin. , 

I omit, Mr. Chairman, any special reference to the tables comparing 
the years from 1860 to 1869 and from 1868 to 1878 with the three years 
of Mr. Cleveland's surplus policy for the obvious reason that the con
dition of values during that time was so unsettled that it might and 
would be said that the startling disclosures made by the figures were 
chargeable to that and not to the policy under consideration. 
Average exp01·t prices for the fiscal years fr01n 1876 to 1885, compared with 

1885, 1886, and 1887. 

I 
Corn per Wheat per Cotton per Butte.- pe• I Cheose pa 
bushel. bushel. pound. pound. pound. 

18i6 to 1885 •......... f{l.58t Sl.16t $0.11 80.18# I S0.10f 
1885, 1886, 1887 ..... . 50r'\; -~t'u .10 - .15/d . 09 

Decline.: ... , .07U .29/a .01 1 .ozn I . • Olj 

Comparative yearly loss to American farmers on said crops between 
above periods: 
On corn ........•....... ..........•. ...............•..... , ........................................... $112, 500,000 
On wheat........................................................................................ ... 130, 500,000 
On cotton........................................................................................... 2:1,000,000 
On dairy products.............................................................................. 98,000,000 

Total yearly los.s.......................................... ......... .............. ... .. 468, 000,000 

The table showing the comparative loss to agriculture for the years 
1885, 1886, and 1887, as contrasted with the period from 1876 to 1885, 
is not open to that objection, and the total yearly loss on corn, wheat, 
cotton, and dairy products for this. period of $468,000,000 is not ex
plainable otherwise than by reference to the condition of the currency. 
The aggregate for the three years, ·1885, 1886, and 1887, of the com
parative losses thus established is $1,404,000,000, from which I de
duct the comparative loss on the cotton crop of the Southern planter, 
and find the net comparative loss on corn, wheat, and dairy products 
to have been $1,323,000,000, most of which fell upon the country west 
of the Mississippi. 

It can not be answered that these results are chargeable to overpro
duction of wheat, for, as appears by the following table, the produc
tion of Europe in the three years next preceding, 1885, 1886, and 1887, 
was 69,000,000 bushels less than for those years. 

[See table on next page.] 

Wheat crops in this. country, according to United States Agricultural De
partment 1·eports. 

Years. 

1m .......................................................... . 
1~8 .•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.•.•••••••••••••••. 
1879 .•.••••••••••••••••••••••••..•.•...•...........•.•......... 
1880 ....••••••••••••••.•..••.••.••••• •.• .....•. ..•.•.• .... ...•. 

Acres.. 

26, 177,&16 
32,108,560 
32, 54.5, 950 
67, ~86, 717 

Bushels.. 

365,000,000-
420, 122, 4()0 
448, 756, 630 
498. 549, 868 

Average 
yearly 

price in 
Chioago. 

$1.25i 
.oot 
.wt 

L05t 

\ 
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Wheat crops in tl!is country, according to United Stales Agricultural De
p cn·tment .,.eporls.~Continued. 

. I see nothing bt:J.t danger in the surplus, and therefore am opposed to 
1ts further accumulation and am in favor of attacking it fit both ends. 
P ay the debts with what is already piled up, and stop the useless_ac

.Average cumulation of more by a reduction of customs duties and internal tuxes. 
yearly Something might be said of the nece sity of a navy, but since I lis-Years. .A.ct'es. Bushels. 
t~1~~~~- te

1
ned to the speech of my eloquent friend from Tennes ee [Mr. :Me-

lt ILLI:N] in the Forty~eighth Congtess on that subject, I have lost ail 
--------'~-------l-~----l------ l---- hope. 1t will be remembered that that gentleman declared th<tt all 
lli}: :::::::::::::::::~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~; ~~: ~~~ 380.280, 000 $1.15t the navywe needed, in order to become the terror of the seas, could be 
1883. ...................................... .................... 36, 455, 593 . ~~;~~: ~~ l:~~~ built out of "two hemlock logs lashed together, and an American flag." 
18St...... ......... ............................................ 39,414,885 512, i63, 900 . 82t And ibis sublime suggestion for the llationnl rlefense met with the eh-

------------ thusiastic approval of his party. 
Total ...... ......................................... 2i9•526•465 a,ooD,'i4.4 , 518 .......... .. .. . Somethingmightbesai.d oftheneedofordnnnce nnd defensi>eworks 
.Average per year......... ............. ..... 3-1,9-10,808 4<l3, 843, 064-i j 1. 05{\J 

1885.................. .. .... ................................... 3-4,189,246 357.112.000 I . 83t 
1886................................. .......................... 36, 557,000 457,218,000 . 76* 
1887........................................................... 37,076,000 456,329,000 .i5k 

Total............................................... 107,822,246 1,270,659,080 j ...... ~ 

.Average pet· year ........................... -s5,"~ ~3,553,000~-~ 

And a comp:uison of the wheat crop in this country for t he t hree 
years of 1885, 1886, and 1887 with the three years previous shows an 
annual average decreaSe for 18 5, l 88G, and 18 rt of 55:812,176 bushels, 
or a total decrease of ibis product for the three years of 167,436, 528 
bmhels. 

L eaving thls branch of the subject, 1\i:r. Chairman, I repeat that the 
osses of the farmers of this country1 aggregating millions per year, are 

chargeable to the reduction of the v-olume of the curteficy by the policy 
of t he present Administration1 a policy whlcb, ignorantly or intelli
gently, makes the Governmellt the principal factor in the combinations 
of capital which compel the producers to sell their }:>rodti.cts at such 
prices as renders the busi.nes:J of bread-raising a practical failure. 

:Mr. Chairman, the estimated expenses of the Government for the next 
:fiscal year, June 30, 1888, to June 30, 1889, are placed at $325,000,000. 
I~sincomes from allsourcea are placed at S383,000,000,derivecl as follows: 

for the protectioll of our 15,000 mile of undefended rivers, coasts, and 
harbors, and the cities that in the e-vent of war would become the sport 
of destruction, and it has been &'lid here by over-sanguine gehtlemen, 
who did not think on whose bottom the Democratic t ub was s tanding, 
and what was said here was long ago better said than here by the dead 
sage of Gramercy Park, but all in vain, for the ability of his party to 
appreciate a wisdom sounding in patriotism and progress is deader than 
the venerated dust of their forgotten idol. 

Something might be said of the need of plants for the manufacture, 
and places for the assemblage of modern Ol'dn!Ulce, to the end that 
when, under the operation of the policy of free trade1 we are compelled 
to abandon the ancient r..nd honored doctrine of non-intervention in the 
affairs of Em·ope, and to accept aa one of the blessings of good govern
meh t her intervention in the affairs of this continent, we might respond 
in k ind , when England sends her fleet to levy for debt on the United 
States, with ~re and iron, as she did on Egypt. 

But I refra1t11 for I remember that in the course of debate on the 
question of the continuance of a patent in the Forty-ninth Congress it 
was held by the honored and progressive gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. Du~N] that invention was a curse and progress a pitfall; that 
but for the nntitnely miracles of printing and gunpowder the land of 
Arkansas would stiU have been like the happy valley of the Abyssin
ian prince, and that the inhabitants thereof, instead of ''listening with 
credulity to the whispers of fancy, followinl7 'With eagerness the phan-

J;~: ~~u~:fh~b~~s~~~~:::::::::;;:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::;: 5ig: ~: ~: gg toiD.B. <>f hope," instead of "expecting th;t age would perform the 
From interest and sinking fund, Pacific railways.......................... 2, ooo, ooo. oo pronllses of yOtl.th, and to-morrow would cure the deficiencies of to
From customs fees, fines, penalties, etc.......................................... 1, 150, ooo. oo day," would still be plowing the timber-strewn beaver clearing with 

• From fees consular, letters pat~nt, and lands................................. 3, 500,000.00 a.-cTOoked stick, and shooting the succulent alligator with a club. 
From sales of public property......................................................... 300,000.00 Since I learned these things, sir, and many more like them, from the 
From profits on coinage, assays, etc............................................... 9, 000,000. 00 ri t1 · t · I b d d h 
From deposits for surveying public lands...................................... 150, ooo. co ;:,en eman ut ques wn, a an one t e hope of approp-riations for the 
From reyenues of the District of Columbia.................................... 2, 400,000, 00 benefit of that which is scientific in arms, and folloWino- the ineVitable 
j'~~~~~;~~~~~~~~~~~;:~~~·.:::::::::::::::::::::·:::.::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 12~: ~: ~: g<ri comse of Democratic empire back across the conquered fields of science 
Customs .......................................................................................... 228, ooo, ooo. oo toward the dark ages, I agree that it will be bettter and cheaper, par-

----- ticulal'ly cheaper, for you to put out the electric light, the undying 
.Aggregating the sum of ......................................................... 333, ooo, 000.00 spark of American genius, banish the electric spirit that speaks to us 

Assuming, as we may, that the estimates will be cut at least $151- across <lontinents and under oceans like the still small voice of Omnis-
000,000, the gross amount appropriated for the conduct of the Govern- ciencc, break the great wheels th~t toll the billions of American com
ment for the period named will stand at $310,000,000, which, deducted metce across a tideless continent and unite the eastern and western seas 
from the grms incomes, leaves$73,000,000 as the excess of the incomes by the twin miracles of fire and iron, break up for t18 the great presses 
over the expenses of the GO\'erfiruent for the pel'iod named. that print for us each day a.n intel1echial picture of the world and 

This, if the present surplus be not reduced by its application to the "gj.ve its lettered pomp to tooth of time," and, folding our tents like 
purchase of the $230,000,000 of 41 per cent. bonds, would make the the Arabs, quietly steal away, pausing, perhaps, in our backward march 
aggregate available caah in the Treasury June 30, 1889, according to to ask why the monument at Btlilker Hill and why the graves at Le:x:-
:Mr. Cleveland's estimate, $213,000,000, or, according to the calculation iogton. · 
of the New York bankers, based on the Treasurer's statement for March Since I learned these th_~gs, sir, so eloqu~n~ly inculcated by the a.cl-
31, 1888, $403,000,000. vocate of that loftypropositwn, that all that1s 1s wrong, I have come to 

Ptoditcfio?~ Of 'lvltM.t in Et~rope from 1881 io 1888. 
[In the absence of official figures, latest e tirnates are given.] 

Countries. 1887. 1886. 1885. 1834. 

Bushels, Bushels. Bushels. :Bushels. 
Austria .. . .. .......... ... ........... ................... .......... ............... ... .. .. . . ............ .. . ... .. . . . . 40, 000,000 38, 800, 000 39, 725, 000 43, 814, 740 

J}~f~ ::::::::::::::::::::::::::.·:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1~t: ~::: 1iZ: :: ~ 1i~: ~~: ~~ 1~: ~: t: 
Denmark ......................................................................................... ,. ....... .. . . . 5, 000, 000 4, 800, 000 5, 000, 000 4, 969, 739 
France............................................................................................................ 303, 000, 000 275, 000, 000 312, 912, 137 324, 130, 397 
Ge=any .............. ..... .. .. ...... .... ..... .... ... .......... .... ... . . ..... •. ......... ........... ....... ...... 108, 000, 000 80, 000, 000 106, 973, 750 91, 082, 4.24 
Great Britain and Ireland............................................................................ .. 79,000,000 G8, 500, 000 82, 145,888 81, 653,715 
Greece........................................................................................................... 1, 000,000 41800, 000 5, 102,894 5, 102, 89-i 

~:!1~~i~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::;:·:.::::::::::::::::::::::::;::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1i6: ~: ~ 13g: ~::: 11~, ~· ~J ng; ~: ~ 
i~~~~;,;::::::.:::::·:.:·::::::::::::::.:::·::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::·::::::::::::::::: :::::: 2g; ::~m 2~: ggg: 888 2"~: ~g~: ~ a~:~: ;;gg 
Russia ................ -........................................................................................... 295,000,000 190,000,000 209,192,256 266,711,972 

t~~a.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::·::::~::::::::::::::::::::::::.:·::::;:::::::.::::::::::::::·:.:::::::::::::::::: n~: ::::: ~: ~: ~ u~; ~:fog ~: ~fi: ~ 
Sweden and Norway...................................................................................... 3, COO, 000 2, 500; 000 2, 837, 500 8, 822, &57 
Switzerland........................................................................ .......................... . 2, 500,000 2, 000,000 2, 057, 188 2, 128, 125 
Turkey........................................................................................................... 44, 000, 000 45, 000, 000 45, 400, 000 4.2, 562, 500 
Other countries............................................................................................... 1, 000,000 500,000 567,500 567,500 

1883. 

Buslwls. 
37,871,201 
90,515,616 
16,645,666 
4, 682,130 

294, 400, 3-16 
86,379,000 
72,708,921 
5, 102, 89-i 

124, 411, 748 
5,628,643 
8,51.2-,500 

20,000,000 
218, 816, 360 

4,500,000 
120, 000, 000 

3,107,804 
2, 128,125 

36,887,500 
567,500 

_l 
1882. 

Bushels. 
44,54 ,149 

136, 481, 263 
24,090,030 
4,554, 284 

3-46, 610, 62! 
93,823,048 
91,381,500 
5,102,894 

155, 012, 168 
5,439,488 
7,200,000 

30,000,000 
202, 907,736 

6,810,768 
85,134,(i()() 
3, 792, 88-1 
2,128,125 

40,S67,200 
567,5CO 

l ----~--~~l---------~l·----------·l-----~--~~~~--------::----------
1, 2fT/, 5oo, aoo 1, 111,300, coo 1, 211, sro, 309 1, 210,383, 2?:7 1, 152, 9?...5, 514 / 1, 2137, an, 2"64 Total. ........................................ ....... , .................................................... . 

Aggregate: ~ • Bflillte"&B. 

~=:~:::~~i:t::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::;::::::::::::::: ~:~~:~:~ 
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believe that there was no way for us to prepare for the unhappy con
tingency of future war than to abandon th~ repeating ~ifle, abolish the 
Krupp gun, and arm our future champions mcombat mth a tough club 
adorned with alligator's teeth, and when defending the coast let them 
carry in addition a bag of sand, for then sand will ~e cheap-very cheap. 

In respect to these improvements, demanded m the name of good 
government, the ways of ou~ Democratic friends are like th~ wn.ys of 
Providence, and there the likeness ceases-they are mysterious and 
past finding out. 

Mr. Chairman, I am for the reduction of the income of the Govern
ment. It is in my judgment obviously unjust and illogical to continue 
to strip the people of the country of seventy-odd millions of mon~y.per 
year, only to see it added to the other worse than useless millions 
already lockt:d up in the Treasury. 

And particularly is it necessary that this be done at once, when we 
see and admit that neither will the Executive recommend nor the ma
jority in Congress pass laws that will apply what is in the Treasury, 
or is to be, to the manifest needs of the people. 

Under this state of things not to advocate reduction, and accom
plish it if we can, is, in my judgment, for us to become partn~era in 
the evil of a policy denounced alike by the friends and foes of the Ad
ministration. 

I wish to ~ee the incomes Teduced to the expenses. Not necessarily 
to the expenses narrowed down to the narrowest possible limit of the 
needs of the Government, but reduced as far as is consistent with lib
eral provisions for the conduct of it affairs, including provisions for 
the payment of the maturing public debts and the ma.king of needed 
public impronmenta, 

And I atu for tbi. being done by the Republican party, or if it can 
not he done by them, they being in the minority he1·e, I am still in 
favor of an intelligent, determined, and fearless attempt to do it. 

I nru tired of that policy that asks ns of the West tost..'lnd upon noth
ing hut tile ncntml defense of a negative, of a denial of tho efficacy of 
proposed remedial legislation. In the Forty-eighth Congress we stood 
upon our oujection that tlie case made by the Morrison bill did not 
state facts sufficient to constitute a c::mse of action. Evidently the court 
ofpublic opinion sustained us, as may be cl~imed by the significant loss 
of seats in this House then held by Democrats. But notwithstanding 
the qualified success of the negative policy of the Republican party in 
that contest, for one, I did not then approve it, and do not now wish 
to sw it applied in the trial of this case, neither here nor to the people. 
We nre entitled to a judgment on the merits in this controversy, and 
not to a judgment by de1ault. 

I am not indifferent to the difficulties of the situation, nor unmind
fQl that it hccotncs me to be subordinate, and I hope that when I ask 
fot affirmative action by the Republican party it will not be taken as 
treu on to, or lack of faith in, the Republican members of the Commit
tee on Ways and Means, upon whom must fall the initial labor of pre
paring, digest-ing, and presenting a meusure to be opposed to the mea.s~ 
urc presented by the majority of that committee and no¥7 pending be
fore the House. 

In the old time we drew power an.d honor from the fact of what we 
did, and not from the fact of what WE} objected to others doing. Sop
pose it be conceded in advance that we can not pass a bill for there
form of the duty and ta:k laws, does that excuse us from the trial, and 
a trjal in which men.sure shall be opposed to measure? Do we not 
hold o. better place in the coming controversy if we can say that we 
wera defeated in an effort to modify those laws, than we would if we 
could only say that we defeated an effort, however crude, sectional, 
and dangerolls, of our political adversaries to modify ~hem? 

The people can comprehend an effort to do somethmg; can they as 
well comprehend an effort to prevent that something from being done? 
The people realize that they are between two dangers, one from the 
accumulation of unneeded taxeg, the other frorn an ill-advised effort 
to reduce those taxes, so ill-advised that it amounts to a selfish, sec
tion::tl, and cowardly blow at the American policy of protection. 

It is our duty to protect them trom both evils if we can, and I am 
for the effort. Let us do justice tothe South and compel the South to 
do justice to the North and West, thus sustaining the confidence of the 
great Northern and Western constituencies in our willingness to defend 
all sections and all interests; and whether victorious or defeated we 
will reap our reward in a return to power of the only party with a 
policy big enough to comprehend the good of all. 

And in this connection, :M:r. Chairman, the appeal to history satisfies 
me that the only practical hope the country has for substantial reliet 
is in the Republican party. That party has had control of the House 
ot Representatives where, under the Constitution, all bills affecting 
taxes must originate, from 1866 down to 1\Iarch 4, 1875, and thereafter 
from ~!arch 4, 1881, to March 4, 1883, eleven years. The Democrats 
have had contl'ol from 1875 to 1881, and from 1883 to the present time, 
also eleven years. 

During the eleven ycn.rs of Republican control the revenues were re
duced $362,000,000, as follows: 
1. Acts of .July 13,18GO, and 1\larch 2, 1867 ........................................... Sl03, 380,000 
2. Acts of !I.In.rch 1868, and February, 1868......................................... 54,800,000 
3. Acts of .July, 1870 ........................................................................... 81, 3~0. COO 

4. Acts of December,18il. ................................................................. . 
5. Acts of May, 1872, tea and coffee (free-list.) .................................... . 
6. Acts of .June, 1872 ............................... ......................................... .. 
7. Acts of l\Inrch 3, 1883 (estimated) .................................................. . 

1-1,4.00,000 
15,000,000 
31,000,000 
61,200,000 ----Grand total under Republican rule.......................................... 362,000,000 

Durin~ the eleven years of control the Democratic party has reduced 
the revenues 56,370,000. This was at the rate of something over 
$500,000 a year. 

This reduction was made by taking the internal-revenue taxes off o.f 
whisky, tobacco, and snuff. It may be imagined that this reduction, 
particularly that on snuff, was a great relief to American labor, par
ticularly that portion _of the American laborers who gain their living 
by sneezing. 

This comparison of the achievments of the two parties will cast some 
light on the question of which party bas favored and maintained war 
taxes. 

The advocates of the Mills bill are claiming now, and have always 
claimed, that all the crimes against industry are concentrated in what 
they call the 11 war taxes.'' If so, what a pitiful lack of conscience and 
courage, and w hatfertility of incapacity, has that party displayed d or
ing its eleven years of controL 

The West, or at least that section with which I am familiar, asks for 
free coal, free salt, free lumber, and free sugar, and for the removal or _ 
reduction of the duties on other articles of necessary daily consump
tion where not in conflict with like articles of American manufacture 
or production, and for the modification of duties on necessaries wherever 
it can be done without injury to Atnerican labor. 

In addition to this we would like to see taxes taken from alcohol 
when used in the arta and sciences, and from tobacco until such n, re
duction is made as will red nee the incomes to the legitimate needs of 
the Government. 

Ur. Chairman, the Mills bill is offered as a means of relief against 
the further collection of unnecessary duties and taxes. If current history 
cau be trusted, there are certain thing3 connected with this measure 
which dishonor it :1t the start. 

It is said that this bill was conceived in secret; that the Democratic 
majority were not aided in its formulation by their Republican col
leagues; that they did not sit in the place appointed by law for their 
sessions, but in a place unknown to their colleagues and the public; 
that they thereby defeated the effort of the industries of the country 
to be heard, and denied the right of petition. If this be true, then the 
Congress is asked to honor with its confidence aud give consideration 
to a measure born in defiance of the rule that the only adequate pro
tection to priva~interest, ns well 3S public honor, is to be found in the 
open and public consideration by the committee of . the House of the _ 
matters intrusted to them by Congress. 

The merit of this measure is that it puts salt and lumber on the frce
lic:;t, and its disgrace is that it does not put coal and sugar there also; 
and it falls, so far as I am concerned, before thjs one oYerwhelming 
objection. It strikes the tax off these staplesoftheNorth and West
salt, lumber, and wool-and it does not strike the same tax off of the 
suaar, coal, iron, or rice of the South. It does not go 3S far as it ought 
to go as to coal and sugar, and the reason why it does not appears to 
be clearly and entirely political and sectional. 

It comes to us of the 'Vest declaring that we, in respect to ourinter·· 
ests, are not entitled to the same consideration that they of the South 
are. It strikes duties from imports that may disadvantageously affect 
Michigan and Wisconsin lumber and salt and Western wool, but it con
tinues them upon Virginia coal, Louisiana sugar, and Georgia and Ala
bama iron. 

Coal is an absolute necessity of life, and sugar is as indispensable to 
the comfort of the home of the poor as to that of the rich. They are 
not less demanded than lumber and salt. Put them all on an equality. 
We ask in this nothing sectional; the West has coal, so have the East, 
the North, and the South. Pot them all upon an equality. We ask 
in this no sectional advantage, and we will submit to none. 

As this bill stands under the old schedule you collect $59,000,000 of 
duty to protect $17,000,000 of sugar produced in Louisiana, and you 
take all protection from 265,000,000 pounds of American wool for the 
benefit of the 114,000,000 pounds of foreign wool imported into this 
country during the last fiscal year. You put the raw wool of the 
farmer on the free-list, and you leave the duty on the grade of woolen 
goods which he must buy. Thus, according to your theory of the op
eration of the laws of trade, on the one hand you rob him of the advan
tage of the tariff on his prod net, and, on the other, to borrow your own 
language, you allow the manufacturer to " rob" him again by adding 
the duty on his goods, which duty you refuse to remove, to the price 
which the farmer must pay for them as nece~Earies. 

You strike duties i~iffi salt, and you refuse to take them from coal. 
You make lumber free, and you protect iron. Are not these things all 
equally necessary to the comfort of men? And if so, w by are they not 
treatetl as such as a matter of principle? To do otherwise is a trick, 
and your bill is nothing but an intrigue.-a bribe paid to a se?ti~n you 
fear. Your bill confesses that you have broken the great pnnc1ple of 
equality, fundamental to good Government, in the interest of a p:uty, to 
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conciliate a section. With your hands full of power you dare not do 
justice; you are frightened at the omnipotence of a principle. 

Mr. Chairman, while on the sectional aspect of the proposed legisla
tion, allow me to present two tables taken from the Census report, 
which !Jresent the facts as they are as to the relative interest in an<l 
possible benefits derived from the system of protection as between the 
North and South. 

The protection on articles ofimportcompeting in the American market 
against like products of the West and North, is as follows: 

Farm t'mpot·ts, dutiable. 

Animals (page 791) : 
Cattle ........................ . 
Horses ....................... . 
Sheep ....................... .. 

Quantity. 

72,665 
33,725 

451,253 

Amount. 

$979,696 
2, 464,303 
1,187,847 

----·-------1----------1 
Total. ..................... . ...................... . 

Breadstuffs (page 791) : 
1-'a.rley ......... bushels... 10, 355, 594 
Coru ............. .... do...... 30, 536 
Oats .................. do...... 87,380 
Oatmeal ...... pounds... 939,502 
Rye .... .. ....... bushels... 18,469 
'Vheat .............. do...... 2n, 842 
'Vhea.t flour .. barrels... 1, 013 
AU other ...... .................................... . 

Total ............................................. . 

Hay (page 795) ........ tons .. . 
Hops (page795) .. pounds .. . 
1\InJt barley (page 796), 

bushels .. ............ .......... . 
Pro vi ions (pa.Jre 797): 

l\Ieat products, ex-

78,368 
18,538,04.9 

209,900 

tracts ........................................... ~ 
- All other .......................................... . 

Dairy: 
Hutter ......... pounds... 236,100 
Cheese .............. do ...... 6,592,]92 
1\Iilk, condensed .............................. . 

Total ........................................... .. 

,. eci"Ctables (page 799) : 
Beans, peas .. bushels... 648, 388 
Potntoes .......... do...... 1, 432, 490 
Pickles, etc ...................................... . 
All other, natural. .......................... .. 
All other, preserved ......................... . 

Total ............ : ............................... .. 

4,631,846 

6,173,208 
16,636 
29,579 
37,857 
10,720 

218,867 
3,302 

150,05~ 

6,640,228 

790,394 
3, 404,669 

153,363 

272,651 
162,202 

38,125 
874,261 
459,000 

1,806,239 

fiJ7,853 
543,091 
387,177 
516,319 
295, 9ll 

2,350,351 
======!=====! 

Wool (page 800): 
Clothing wools . .Ibs ... . 
Com bing wools .. do .... . 
Carpet, etc ......... do ... .. 

17,963,982 
10, 721,7~ 
85,352,295 

3,431,567 
2,528,560 

10,464,352 
1-----------1---------1 

Total....................... 114,038,030 16,424,479 

Duty. 

20 per cent. ad valorem. 
Do. 
Do. 

10 cent·s per bushel. 
Do. 
Do. 

t cent per pound. 
10 cents per bushel. 
20 cent.s per busheL 
20 per cent. ad >alorem. 

$2 per ton. 
8 cents per pound. 

20 cents per bushel. 

20 per cent. ad valorem. 
1 to 2 cents per pound. 

4cents per pound. 
Do. 

20 per cent. ad valorem. 

10 per cent. ad valorem. 
15 per cent. per bushel. 
35 per cent. 
10 per cent. ad valorem. 
35 per cent. ad valorem. 

2i to 12 cents per pound. 
Do. 
Do. 

7,140 
Flax, etc. (page 794) : 

Flax ................. tons .. . 1, 922, 182 $5 to $!0 per ton. 

RECAPITULATION. 

Animals ............................... $!,631,846 Vegetables.......................... 2,350,&>'1. 
Breadstuffs ............... ........... 6,640,228 Wool, raw ........................... 16,424,479 

~~~~:::::::::::::::·:.:·.:·:::::::::::::::: 3' ~~ ~~ Flax.................................... 1, 922,182 
Barley, malt......................... 153,363 Total.......................... 38,123,751 
l:'rovisions ........................... 1, 806,239 

So much for the Northern farmer. The Southern farmer and planter 
is protected as follows: 

Fm·m imp01-ts, dutiable. 

Quantity. Amount. Duty. 

Hemp, etc. (page 794): 
Hemp tons 32 739 $4., Oil, 522 $25 per ton. 
Jute .... ::::::::::::::do ... ::: ss:514 2,616,128 20 per cent. ad valorem. 
Sisal grass,etc .. do ...... 

1
__, __ 36 __ ,355_-_-_

1 
__ s_,_7_33_,_oo_1_

1 
$15 per ton. 

Total....................... . .......... ... .... ..... 10, 390, 651 

Fruits (pages 794, 795): 
Figs ............ pounds... 8, 724,583 
Lemons ....... ............ .. ..................... .. 

Oranges .......................................... . 

Pruncs ... ...... pounds... 92, 032, 62.5 
Raisins ............ do..... . 40,673, 288 
Preserved fruit ..... ............................ . 
All other ......................................... . 
Almonds.................... 5, 482, 362 

All others .. , ............ ............. ........... .. 

'l'otal ............................................. . 

487,692 
3,835,147 

2,408,140 

~::i:~~ .. 
748,493 

1, 799,462 
597,446 

682,878 

15,840,827 

2 cents. 
30 cents per box, 16 cents 

per half box, S2 per 1,000. 
25 cents per box,l3 cents 

per half box, $1.60 per 
1.,000. 

2 cents. 
20 per cent. ad valorem. 
35 per cent. ad valorem. 
5 cents per pound, 7 cents 
per pound shelled. 

2 cents per pound. 

Fm-m imports, dutiable--Continued. 

Quantity, Amount. Duty. 

Rice (page 798): 
In gra.in ...... pounds... 46,765,394 $922,305 1t to 2t cents per pound. 
Granulated ...... do...... 47,921,263 754,089 Do. 

1-----------1---------1 
Total ...................... . 94, 686, 659 1, 674, 394 

Sugar, molasses, etc. 
(page 799}: 

Molasses ...... gallons... 37, 894,126 
Sugar, to No. 13, 

pounds.................... 2, 918, 103, 240 
Sugar, Nos. 13 to 20, 

pounds.................... 2.5, 043 
Sugar, above No. 20, 

pounds.................... 24,122 
Candy .............................................. . 

5, 340, 763 4 to 8 cents per gallon. 

69,153, 830 1. 4 cents per pound. 

1,017 Scents. 

1,026 3.5. 
22,971 5 cents per pound. 

----------·1---------1 
Total....................... . .. . . ...... .......... .. 74, 519, 6fJl 

Tobacco (page 799): 
Leaf wrappers .......... . 
All other ................... . 

54,939 
17,464,255 

49,430 75 cents to $1 per pound. 
8, 655, 520 3S cents per pound. 

Total ...................... . 17,519,104 8, 704,950 

Total................................ ................. ...... 1ll, 130,429 

_ The balance of protection in favor of Southern interests as against 
Northern and Western, as shown by this tab~e, is $7~,006,678--only a 
trifle, but such a trifle as this will open the eyes of the West if it can 
not waken the conscience of the majority of this House. 

It will be observed from this table that the principal advantage to 
Northern agriculturists comes from the duty laid on imported wool, 
which is $16,424,479l and that this is now proposed to be taken from 
the Western farmer and presented to the foreign growers of wool. It 
will be observed also that the principal item of protection to the South
ern planter is that on sugar a.nd cane products, to wit, $74,519,607, and 
this is to be maintained with slight modification. And this is done 
by a party that says that it is not the enemy of American manufact
urers, laborers, and producers; that it has come to power like the Holy 
One of old, to prepare the way of redemption of these sa:me laborers and 
producers from the bondage of war taxes. Sugar is protected to the 
extent of $56,000,000 a year, or $1 per head of the entire population of 
the United States, paid into the Treasury as duty on the ·imported 
sugar consumed by the country. 

The purpose for which this vast levy is made is the protection of the 
Louisiana and other Southern planters who produce $17,000,000 worth 
of the su~ar consumed by the people. That is; the general consumers 
pay enough in duty on the supply of sugar, over and above the home 
product, to buy that home product more than three times over. 

And notwithstanding this enormous tax of $1 per head on the pop
ulation of the United Stat.es, the industry of sugar-growing in the 
South, it is said, has steadily decreased. And still a party flying the 
banners of reform, pledge(} to tariff reduction to the level of the reve
nue needs of the Government, such tariff when reduced to be so ad
justed as to protect American industry and- cheapen imported neces
saries, proceeds to reform the tariff by letting alone an outrage which 
robs the tax-ridden people (Democratic stereotype) of at least fifty 
millions of money for nothing. 

I would not refuse protection to the sugar interests of the South, but 
would levy only such a duty on imported sugar as would pay a rea
sonable bounty to the growers of American sugar. The effect of rais
ing sixty millions of revenue from sugar, an imported necessary of life, 
will be seen in the removal or reduction of duties on other imports, 
which duties are necessary to protect American producers; and, sir, 
here is an example of it. 

The following table shows the e:ffecb of Democratic tariff reform on 
certain Western farm products: 

Products. Canadian rate. United States 
rate. Mills rate. 

Potatoes .... .............. .......... . 
Beans ................................ . 
Peas ................................... . 

10 cts. per bushel.. 15 cts. per bushel.. Free. 
15 cts. per bushel.. 10 per cent............ Free. 
10 cts. per bushel.. 10 and 20 per cent.. Free. 

Tomatoes .......................... .. 30 cts. per bushel.. 10 per cent ............ Free. 
All other vegetables, in- 20 per cent............ 10 per cent............ Free. 

cluding sweet potatoes. 
Plums................................ 1 cent per pound.. 1 cent per pound .. Free. 
Currants .. ............... ............ 1 cent per pound .. 1 cent per pound .. Free. 
Peppermint and other es- 20 per cent ........... . 25 per cent ............ Free. 

senlial oils. 
Blacking.......... .................. 25 per cent............ 25 per cent ........... . 
Bricks................................. 20 per cent............ 20 per cent ........... . 
Brooms............................... 25 per cent............ 25 per cent .......... .. 
Brushes ........................ ~ .... 25 per cent-............ 25 per cent.. ......... .. 
Flax(raw) ........................... ~...Operton ............ s:l<>perton .......... .. 

~~~!.~~~~~~~~:::::::::::::::::::: tg ~~~ ~~:::::::::::: ltg ~:~ ~~:::::::::::: 
Meats, game, a.nd poultry ............................................................. . 

20 per cent. 
Free. 
20 per cent. 
20 per cent. 
Free. 
Free. 
Free. 
Free. 

-. 
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At present the tariff on agricultural products is: 

Products. Duty. Nebraska 
raises. 

And the ultimate effect of the ''free-list" on American agriculture 
can be better estimated when it is understood that, notwithstanding 
protection, there was imported into this country during the year end
ing June 30, 1887, $197,308,240 of foreign agricultural products, of 
which only 46,678,443 paid no duty. · 

Having so adjusted the "reform" of the tariff as to put the great 
staples of the North and West on the free-list and leave those of the 
South on the protected list, having reformed us down and them up, 
what becomes of the promise to protect American labor so far as the 
same could be done by a tariff for revenue? In the light of these sec
tional discriminations where is America anyway? Will not some one 
ha~d the majority of the Committee on Ways _and Means a. map of the 
Umted States? IstheNorth andtheWestto bewipedfromthemap so 
as to make the way clear for this conspiracy in favor of sectional re
form? 

Before I leave this subject, 1\Ir. Chairman, there is still another rea
son why the commodities I have named, t.o wit, lumber, salt, coal, and 
sugar, should go on the free-list, and that is that they have in a large 
measure fallen into the hands of trusts and combinations against trade; 
and these monster cc.nspiracies are abusing privileges granted to the 
commodities, but not granted to operators in such commodities. The 
ability of these trusts to coerce or crush individual operators and drive 
all competition from the field is aided, if not made possible, alone by 
the Cleveland ''corner'' and ''trust'' on the money of the nation. 
The scarcity of money caused by the Treasury "lock-up " makes the 
vast sums held by the ''combines " almost omnipotent. Between the 
Government "combine" and the "trusts" fair dealing trembles for 
· ts life, and the time has come for heroic remedies. And so I say to 
this extent let in the world and let its coal, lumber, salt, and suO'ar 
combat with these iniquities that have fastened themselves to ourvltal 
resources, and will, if not checked or kiUed, yet lay us under tribute 
for our own earth, air, and water, laying their impious hands upon the 
very gifts of God. 

In the course of this debate some of the gentlemen speaking for the 
bi11 have seen fit to assail the. present prosperity of the "West and to 
libel its future prospects, hoping to gain its support for this measure 
by arming its prejudice against its reason and its interest. 

The West will be able to discover that its immediate ills are not 
chargeable to a system under which for twenty-five years of Repub
ican rule it enjoyed a phenomenal growth, and under which system 

with certain modifications, it still expects to repeat the results of th~ 
past. 

lt will understand the motive which bas withheld the money of the 
country from circulation in order to create in the surplus an argument 
to crush the system of American protection. ·They will use the errors 
of the enemies of this system, not to destroy themselves, but to punish 
those who committed the error, counting upon their inability to dis-
cover the motive and assign the cause. · 

I submit herewith a showing that will convince our solicitous friends 
that Nebraska is not likely to make an assignment at once for the ben
efit of either the Administration or the Mills bill, and also that there 
i~ no immediate danger of our being sold out from inability to pay 
either the interest or principal of our debts. 

NEBRASKA UNDER PROTECTIOlf. 
Population: 

~m::~~~~~il:i::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::.::::::::::::::::::::::: ~:::::::::::: : :::::::::: t.i~:5 
An increase in between 1880 and 1885 of 62 per cent., and in eight 

years of 187 per cent. 
Farms: 

~~::::::: :::::::·::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::.:: ::::.::::::::::::::::::::::::::;;:::::::::::: 
An increase of 56 per cent. in five years. 
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63,387 
99,857 

1\Ia.nufactories: 
1880............................................................................................... 1,403 
1885............................................................................................... 2, 861 

An increase of 100 per cent. 

~:~}~~:~ ~~ !~ri~~~t~~~i-~~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::.'.".'.".".".":.'.".'.".":.".".":.' : 1~:~ 
Or about 60 per cent.; but the 40 per cent. is a large minority, and 

also deserves attention. 
1880-In trade and transportation...................................................... 15,100 

Or about 10 per cent. . 
In manufacturing, mechanical, and mining....................................... 18,200 

Or, say, 12 per cent. 
In other industries............................................................................. 28.700 

Or about 17 per cent. · 
These figures do not show a tax-ridden, cursed section of country, 

nor a population beggared by the American policy of protection; quite 
the contrary. 

Take the wool industry of Nebraska: 
1880, number of sheep ............... ..... ............ ...... ............... ...... ..... . ..... 199, 4-53 
1885, number of sheep ............ ......... ...... ............ ...... ............ ............... 444,013 

An increase of 120 per cent. 

~=: :~~~ :~1~:·.:·::.:::::::·:.:::::::::::::::::::::::::·.:·::::.:::·:::::::::::::::::::~~~~~~:·:: ~: ~::: 
An increase of 60 per cent. 

~=: ;:}~:~if:~:::::::·:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::·::::::::::.::·:::.;·:::.:·:::.: s~: :!: :: 
An increase of 175 per cent. 

1880, value of products ... ...... .... .. ...... ......... .............. .. . ...... ...... ... ... ...... $31, 708, 000 
1 5, value of products....................................................................... 52,035,COO 

An increase of 65 per cent. . 
The great basis for the conclusions drawn, and sought to be drawn, 

against the protective system in this country by those advocating the 
passa~e of the Mills bill is that the duties levied upon imports are so 
high as to amount to a practical embargo upon such imports, and that 
this em,bargo is dual in its operation, not only excluding (foreian) im
ports from this country, but in its reactionary effects excluding 

0

domes
tic products, whether manufactured or unmanufactu.red, from profit
aqle export, thus producing as a secondary result a demoralizing con
dition of the home market, a glut which threatens to crush both capi
tal and labor in a common ruin. 

Whether the conditions described by the advocates of the bill in 
question exist at all or not, it is not now my purpose, further than I 
alrea-dy have, to consider. If the objection here urg43d to the tariff is 
true, then it constitutes a reason for its reduction, but not f.)r its de
struction. Let it be reduced, but let the reduction be non-sectional, 
and so· far as consistent with the admitted necessity of reduction let it 
protect .American labor and the home market of American producers. 

The mistake is in assuming that these laws have produced these con
ditions. The reverae is rather the truth. Certain conditions have pro
duced these laws, or rather certain conditions in which American labor 
and property found itself have produced them. ' They sprang from the 
knowledge which American toil and property has that it owns this 
country, and owns also the power to govern it by Jaw, and to make the 
laws by which it sball be governed, and to so make the laws as to hold 
the natural advantages of its own country for its own use. 

These laws have a deeper meaning to me than mere dollars and cents. 
On the surface they seem to deal with questions of daily economy and 
finance; on a profounder view they deal with the great questions of 
TI"hether a government founded on the abstract right of the absolute 
equality of men, rooted in a new soil, can maintain itself at any cost 
in a combat with the forms, laws, and conditions of old govemments 
based upon the denial of the fundamental truths that we bold sacred: 
Our adversaries in trade, as in war, represent a. social and trade condi
tion based upon the self-imposed authority of the few and the benighted 
submission of the many. Their product is the outputofmillions wh(} 
bow their necks to the yoke of toil, patient as the brute, held in order 
by the transmitted degradation of ancestors whose vassal lives rooted 
tree-like to the soil, passed body and soul with the feudal fe~. Our 
laws, representing conditions of man and matter, never like those of 
England, proclaim it to be the policy of American labor and capital 
that those conditions shall remain eternally different. 

If a dollar is the only object of government, then the American Revo
lution was a failure. Submission to England would ba ve been a commer
cial success. Weshouldhavesaved theteainBostonHarbor-andsoldit. 
You can not organize a board of trade to-day on the business principles 
of the Declaration of Independence. If the only measure for the aspi
rations of man is a yard -stick or a gold-piece, then free government might 
as well go out of business. If what is wanted in the world is cheap 
men, then the proclamation of emancipation was an outrage, and the 
blood shed to free the slaves was infamous. 

If we must meet Europe on her own ground, we must find men to 
do it with-our own men will not. They can be carried up, but not 
down; they have power and can not be cheated out of its use or its 
rights. You say, let us trade. With whom-with Europe? To what 
end-that Europe may become like us, or we like it? You say, give 
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us a market, and, looking abroad, you blind your eyes to a continent. I The framers of this bill have, as I shall show, manifested a fairness and 
What would you trade? Civilizations, systems, destinies? No; no. liberality towards the protected industries which tho e industries and 
The Republic born of revolutions exists to demonstrate that in one ex- the lines of businC3s connected with them utterly refuse to extend to 
treme the heights of a free man's destiny can not be measured by a the great body of the people -who nse and consume their wares and 
monarch's scepter, nor in another by the daily price and condition of a products. 
practical bondman, enslaved by traditions and class conditions which It is conceded by all that the re\enues now derived from import du
.American labor, armed in its own defense, put under its feet a hundred ties, internal taxes, and miscellaneous sources are annually about ~60, 
years ago. 000,000 in excess of necessary expenditures. It is agreed, even under 

These laws and conditions in which this country finds itself, and of the method of Treasury book-keeping, that there are $100,000,000 now · 
which the gentlemen complain, are not conditions imposed by the mere in the Treasury in excess of current demands, and that the daily re
ipse dixit of the legislator. They are conditions fixed in the very nature ceipts are swelling this amount rapidly and constantly. With an in
of things, mid one of the things in which they are fixed is the heart dividual this would afford evidence of unusual prosperity, but to the 
and soul of a free man who has a country and purposes to keep it; and nation it is a danger signal that can not be passed by unheeded. Now, 
our laws and limitations upon imports are laws and limitations imposed what shall be done? The question is of the highest importance, and 
in the effort of labor to protect itself, to retain the advantage which calls for practical business solution. If the money of the country con
belongs to it as the discoverer and owner of a continent, and the owner tinnes to filter through the custom-houses and the internal-revenue 
of the right and power to govern the same by a vote which belongs to offices into the great reservoir of the Treasury and remains there, en
i t. It is in its last analysis the application to the business of govern- terprise mnst inevitably succumb. 
ment of the first law of nature by the man who holds as his own If the sea should refuse to gi' e back the floods which empty into it 
divinA right the power t.o make laws, Congresses, Presidents, and to the plains would soon become parched, the rivers would cease to flow, 
shape policies for the conduct of that government; and whether right and all life would perish. Nature in her wise economy forbids this. 
or wrong it is made by the man who is responsible in this exercise of Now our Treasury surplus, present and prospective, is not the result 
original power to his own conscience and judgment alone. of sound and prudent financiering. It is the effect of unwise and im· 

These men may err, but in my judgment they do not. provident legislation. How the authors of our present embarrassed 
. The logic of the tendency of the argument in support of the bill un- situation can have the effrontery to claim that they alone are worthy 

der discussion asks a nation, where all are masters, to enter a business of being intrusted with the revision of our revenue laws is more than 
battle to the death with a nation or nations whose laws and policies are I can understand. The difficulties at present surrounding us are the 
shaped by and almost of necessity made in the interest of classes- gov- result of their folly. The situation is certainly not the result of wise 
erning classes-headed by a crowned or sceptered potentate, supported forecast. Was it wise and prudent to provide by law for the annual 
by hereditary aristocracy, ancl based, not upon the consent, but the sub- collection from the people of 560,000,000 more than is necessa.ry to meet 
mission of the people. e>ery anticipated demand, and then provide no method of speedily and 

The answer that the policy of the existing laws makes, it seems to profitably returning this money to the channels of trade? 
me is the only answer that a policy based upon the votes of a free and Onr present revenue laws were enacted with full 1..""D.owledge of the 
self-governing people can make to the policies of a nation whose laws certain increase ofpopulation and expansion of business. The extent 
of trade spring from persons holding power by privilege, and not by of our foreign trade, of immi~ation, the sums total of exports ancl im
right, and whose benefits are absorbed by the few and not by the many. ports, all these factors were taken into ac_count, and must have been 

The protective policy speakS of the fact that no .American has lived substantially foreseen. Instead of prudently reserving the right to an· 
who has had to think of the difference in the condition of the people nually redeem at par an amount of interest-bearing bonds equal to any 
of a nation that govern themselves and one where they do not. Priilce surplus money that might from time to time accumulate, instead of a. 
Bismarck, speaking in the German Parliament, exclaimed, "the Ger- wise reservation like this, you in effect enacted that there should be a 
man has not lived who has not had to arm himself against the Gaul." surplus and then clothed the holder of public securities with power to 
And so it is here. Freedom, based upon the homes of the people, the extort blood-money in the shape of unconscionable premiums. After 
self-respecting independence of its masses, the rooted intelligence radi- this stupendous blunder-to use no harsher term-after you have poi· 
ated from vast systems of free schools and colleges, has no choice but soned the body-politic, by what authority and upon what grounds do 
to guard her home against oppression and all that it produces, for if we you claim the exclusive privilege of treating the patient? [Applause.] 
mnst meet Europe upon her plane it must be at the peril of institu- The conditions which embarrass us at the present session of Congre s 
tions and conditions existing here necessary to our existence which do are not new. Your attention has for years been called to the congested 
not exist there, and can not. And the perpetual appeal which is raised condition of the Treasury, and to the depletion going on elsewhere. 
from this_ side of the Honse is not in any right sense alone an appeal The honorable gentlemen-who oppose this bill are traveling a rough 
for American labor. It is an appeal for what rests upon, is defended and thorny road. Their eyes are open to the fact that the people are 
by, and made possible by it, :.tnd that is the American system, the Gov- overtaxed, that they are deprived of their circulating medium, more 
crnment itself. and more of which is daily being locked up in the Treasury. They are 

And so, whatever modifications either party or all parties may make- aware that this surplus must rapidly increase under existing laws. They 
and there are many that should, and I trust will, be made-let it be are aware that unless the causes which produce these results mere· 
remembered that so far as I can speak for one section of this country, moved or promptly modified the business health of the country must 
a.s nearly disinterested as any section can be, let it be remembered, I continue. to steadily decline. The majority of the Committee on Ways 
repeat, that the West has wheat for sale, and corn, and cattle, and all and Means have united in presenting to the House and to the country 
the products of the earth. But her interest in American protection as a scheme for tax reduction. 
a policy, as a bulwark of American liberty, sacred to all mankind, and Gentlemen of the Republican side of the House, have you met it 
especially to American labor, is not for sale. with a bill of your own? No; the gentlemen composing the minority 

And that party does not now live, nor shall it ever live, which, call of the Committee on Ways and Means in the views which they sub
it what yon will, shall be able to draw the deed for its deliverance over mitted, say they will seek to amend and moduy the bill in the Com
to our one-time British masters, except upon terms dictated by Amer- mittee of the Whole House, but they do not state the character of the 
ican labor, for to this we all stand committed by obligations that are amendments and modifications which they will offer. Failing in this 
national and no~ personal, patriotic if not profitable, an obligation more they declare they will offer a substitute for the bill, but they append 
sacred than an oath subscribed, as sacred as the blood that in the heroic no draft of such substit1.1te. That, too, is kept in the dark and excluded 
days washed the stain off English pollution from off the virgin conti- from this discussion. No opportunity bas been given, gentlemen, to 
nent and drove the Hessians out, that come what will, be ib weal or compare the proposed substitute with the pending bill, nor has it been 
woe, be it the cowardice ofthe weak, the mistakes of the wise, the in- given to the country. Indeed, it is clear that you have not agreed upon 
solence of the strong, the treason of one section or the revolt of another, a substitute, and you can not agree upon one among yonrsel ves. A 
the fall or rise of fortune, the power of pools, the combinations of trusts majority of you agree upon one thing, and one only-that you are op
that with one hand crushes contracts and with the other raises the red posed to ilfu! bill. · So far as any substantive proposition is concerned 
flag of anarchy, the mad appeal of the demagogue, the bloody cry of the you are as wide apart as the poles. 
commune, the desperate appeal of the strike, the wreck of fortune and In the Republican national platform for 1884 you inserted the fol-
the crash of commerce, come all the evils that go>emment is heir to, lowing plank: 
only so they be American and they shall be conquered in the inter- The Republican party pledges itself to correct the inequalities of the tariff, 
est of the Republic, whose destiny it is to demonstrate in its own polit- and to reduce the surplus. 
ical personality not only the eternal -worth of freedom to man, but the Now, this is the whole party speaking with authority. I t is both a 
eternal possibility of that freedom preserved through government. declaration and an admission which should estop any member of that 

Mr. WEA. VER. Mr. Chairman, I have listened to the oral discus- party from denying that our present tariff laws are unjust in their op
sion of this measure with great interest, and after the publication of eration and need correcting. Here is another declaration made by the 
the speeches in the RECORD I have read many of them over with cnre Republican party of my own State. I n the Iowa platform the party 
in the quietude of my room. The result with me is an overwhelming declares: 
conviction that this is a fair and liberal bill, and that it is my duty to We believe the tariff should be revised and reduced. 
~~port it. I believe it to be an honest effort on the p:ut of the ma- It will be observed that this declaration relates to the tariff rts a 
JOnty of the Committee on Ways and Means to relieve the people. whole, and declares that it ought to be reduced. We on this side of 
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the House agree with them, and because we have undertaken to make 
the reduction, and prevent surplus accumulations in the Treasury, we 
are denounced as free-traders, and accused of txying to unsettle the 
business prosperity of the country. 

But how bas the Republican party kept the pledge which it made in 
the platform of 1884? They violated it outright in the Forty-eighth 
Congress by voting solidly to strike out the enacting clause of the bill 
then before the House-a bill to correct the inequalities of the tariff 
and prevent surplus accumulation. 

In the Forty-ninth Congress, standing in the presence of afi their 
pledges, State and national, to reduce the tariff, and with full knowl
edge that the surplus was accumulating, and that under present laws it 
would continue to accumulate, by a solid Republican vote in this Hall 
you refused e\en to consider the que~tion. And to-day, instead of pre
senting to the country a candid and plain proposition of relief, your at
titude is one of ob~truction. No longer strong enough to pre>ent con
sideration, you are now really on the retreat, and are putting in the 
time burning bridges, tearing up culverts, and felling trees across the 
road along which we mm:t advance in onr work of relief. [Applause.] 

A Republican Senator from my own State, Hon. JA~IEB F. WILSO:N, 
in his speech delivered on the floor of the Senate April 5, 1888 (REc
ORD, page 2871, first session Fiftieth Congress), eays: 

:Mr. President, we are still confronted with our annual su1·plus revenue of 
a.bout $60,000,000. Is there no way by which we can get rid of it withont dis-
tnrhing our true indu trial condition? It seems to me there is a. way which is 
bolh short and clear. 'Ve have one pul>Uc tux the gro s yield per annum of 
which more thn.n equ ls the reduction of re'\"enue we are called on to mr.ke. 
The tax on intoxicating liquor~ is the one to which I refer. This is where I 
would make the reduction. 

This gentleman has the right· to speak for hia party in the State of 
Iowa, as he has just been re-elected toaseatin the.~enateoftbe United 
States. In view of the fact that he would now make the reduction on 
internal-revenue taxes so] ely, and on the one article alone of intoxicat
ing liquors, I would like to know what has become of the pledges made 
by his party in national convention and in his own State to "revise 
and reduce" the tariff? He utterly ignores them, spits upon them, 
and tramples them under his feet. We in Iowa accept the issue thus 
tendered. We say the reduction shall be made on the necessaries of 
life; on the lumber that shelters our people, and out of which our 
houses and barns and granaries must be constructed. It shall be made 
on the clothing our people wear, the food they eat, the salt that seasons 
their fmgal meals, the implements they use in their daily toil, upon 
the blankets that keep us aud our little ones warm when the mercury 
is below zero, and upon steel rails, the cost of which enters so materially 
into the cost of transporting our produce to market, and we will go 
before our people and ask them to decide between us. [Applause.) 

But tho honorable Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSO~] has made a new 
departure. He has not always been in favor ofmal..-ing the reduction 
on whisky. In the year 1 66, in the Thirty-ninth Congress, he voted 
tofuthednty on railroad iron at 50 cents perhundredpoonds, and so did 
his colleague, Senator ALLI OY. (See Globe, volume 59, page 2723,first 
session Thirty-ninth Cong1·ess.) It is the long ton of 2,240 pounds that 
is meant here, which would make the duty $11.20 per ton-only 20 
cents per ton, less than 1 cent per 100 pounds, above the rate fixed by 
the Mills bill. Now, if fixing the <luty on steel and iron rails in this 
bill at $11 per ton makes its author and those who support it itee
traders, then Mr. WrLSo~ in 1866 had a very narrow esca.pe. All he 
lacked at that early da.y of being an abon:llnable free-trader was 20 
cents to the long ton. SaYed as by fire! 

l3ut let us look at his record some fourteen years later. This will 
gi>G ample time for both his judgment and his experience to ripen. In 
the year 18.30 we :find him before the Ways and Means Committee of 
this Ilouse, and, strange to say, still urging a reduction on steel rails. 
'!'he honorable gentleman made an elaborate argument in favor of re
duction, ::mel at the conclusion of his remarks was cross-examined by the 
committee. I read from page 44 of a pamphlet containing the notes 
of a hearing had before the Ways and 1\Ieans Committee on the 3d, 4th, 
and 5th days of February, 1880: 

Mr. KELLEY. What rate of duty would you indicate on steel rails? 
1\Ir. \VILSO!i. I hn.Ye left! that somewhat to the consid ration of the commit

tee, but I should jud~e that the steel-rail interest of the country would be 
abundantly promoted at a duty of S14 a ton. 

1\Ir. KELLEY. And what is the sum that you would name? 
1\lr. \VILSON. I think it could stand a less duty than that .. 
l\1 r. TUCKEr.. What do you think of $10 a ton? 
l\lr. WI.LSo:N. I think it could staud a duty of$10 a ton. 

Here you haYe it! Why, the honorable chairman of the Committee 
on \Vays and 1\Ieans [Ur. MILLS] puts it in the present bill at $11 per 
ton. That makes him a better protectionist than the honorable Sen
ator from Iowa [Ur. WILSON], and establishes the ilct that 1\Ir. WrL
so:N exceeds the honorable gentleman from Te.'Cas as a free-trader to 
the cxtenl of $1 per long ton. (Applause.] 

I call attention to the fact that the honorable Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. WILSoN] did not appear before the Ways and 1\Ieans Committee 
in 1880 to urge a reduction of the tax on intoxicating liquors, although 
the tax was raging at that time. His point of attack at that date was 
the steel-rail monopoly, ·and this is where he would then have made 
the red nction. 

And at the conclusion of .M:r. WILSON's remarks before the commit
tee Mr. :Morrison said: 

You have made but one mistake, and that is in claiming to be a protectionist. 
I claim you on the other aide. 

[Laughter.] 
But let us see how my Republican colleagues in the present House 

view the situation. The honorable gentleman from the Fifth district 
[Mr. KERR], in a speech upon the pending bill, deli\ered from his seat 
on this floor April 2 .,, 1888, speaking of the position taken by Senator 
WILSO~, declnres that he has no hesitation in giving in his adhesion 
to the doctrine that the reduction should be made from the tax on in
toxicating liquors. He says he unhesitatingly made this declaration 
early in the session of the present Congress. The honorable Senator 
is thus re-enforced by another Republican leader of our State. (See 
page 3641, :first session Fiftieth Congress.) 

:My colleague, Colonel HENDERSON, would make the reduction solely 
on sugar. (See RECORD, page 367D, first session Fiftieth Congress.) 
Is this reduction on a single article the revision of the tariff which was 
promised in the Republican platforms above quoted? If the position 
taken by the gentleman in other parts of his speech be correct, namely, 
that American industry will perish unless protected from foreign com
petition, what will be the effect upon our American sugar plantations 
when the fostering care of protection is entirely withdrawn? Upon 
the gentleman's theory I convict him of intending to destroy the Ame~
ican sugar industry. 

Uy colleague and friend of protection, Governor GEAR, from the 
First district, also has some evil design upon the sugar industry of 
America, for he, too, declares that he would make the reduction on 
sugar. That is his interpretation of Republican pledges, State and 
national. He, too, strikes at a sin~!;le industJ:y. Now, here we have two 
honorable Representatives from Iowa declaring that the reduction 
shall be made on sugar, and two, :Mr. KERR and Senator WILSO:N, that 
it shall be made on whisky. Both can not be accommodated. The 
pending bill makes a reduction of 22 per eent. on sugar, but none on 
whisky. Would it not be advisable for these gentlemen to compro
mise for the sake of harmony? Take part of the tax from whisky and 
part from sugar and then mix. them? [Laughter and applause. J. 
Thatgreat necessary of life, raw whisl..ry, could then be sweetened to 
suit the taste of the consumer. [Laug_htcr.] 

But when my colleague [Ur. GEARj, in his speech the other day, 
spread his pair of blankets before the House-blankets manufactured 
by my old person..'ll friend, Isaiah Meek, at his establishment at Bona
parte, in the county adjoining to where I liv-e-I felt alarmed, ami 
greatly so when I heard him make the following statement: 

Now, 1\Ir. Chairman, I want to call the attention of this House to the fact 
that the passage of the pending tariff bill will not only seriously injure the 
wool-gro"•er of my State, but it will also close up the mill where that blR.nket 
was made, and put out of employment the labor engaged in ita manufacture. 

When I heard this statementiflew around lively, for I am acquainted 
with Isaiah Meek, and if this bill was to have the effect of closing his 
woolen factory I desired to 1.-now about it. So straightway I turned to 
page 28 of the bill to see what it said about the tariff on blankets; and 
lo! and behold, I found the rate of duty in the present bill on blankets 
is 4.0 per cent-. ad valorem. [Laughter.] 

Is not that enough? This bill, ifit becomes a Jaw, will give Isaiah 
Meek cheaper raw material; it will give him wool at less cost than he 
is now paying for it; the wool-grower will be more than compensated 
in the reduced cost of the manufactured goods, the people can buy 
cheaper blankets, and Mr. Meekwillstill beprotected by a 40per cent. 
duty on the imported blanket. How then will this bill closeup Isaiah 
Meek's establishment? I have written Ur. Meek and expect a reply 
soon; and I now predict that Isaiah l\Ieek is in favor of the Mills bill. 
[Applause.] When I hear from him I shall make nseof what he says 
under the :five-minutes debate. 

But my friend and colleague from the First district of Iowa [Mr. 
GEAR] has notal ways entertained the idea. that a tax on sugar was the 
sole thing that is threatening the prosperity of this country; for in his 
inaugural address as governor of the State of Iowa, delivered before the 
Legislature of that State January 16, 1880, he said: 

To a State whose products are in the main agricultural, as are those of Iowa, 
anything which enhances the cost of railways, thereby even incidentally in the 
least degree increasing the expen~e of the transportation of her products to the 
seaboard,whichishergren.tmarket, is a question of great interest to all. In view 
of their greater strength and durability, which lessened the cost of replacement, 
all the great trunkrailwuylincsofthe country are adoptingBessemersteelrails. 
The manufacturers of this class of rails in the United States are controlled by a 
combination of not exceeding, I think, ten firms in number. 

This combination is protected by a high and specific tariff, which prevents 
the importation of fore1gn rails to any extent, thereby increasing the cost of the 
railways of the country. Without discussing the tariff question in all its bear
ings it may well be considered whether it is wise legislation, by a. tariff excep
tional in its character. to put immense profits into the pockets of a. monopoly 
composed of but few persons at the expense, indirectly, not only oflowa farm
ers, but of the whole West. It would therefore be well to instruct our Senators 
and Representatives in Congress to examine into this subject with a. view to 
removing by Congressional legislation any discriminations which may be found 
to exist in the tariff on steel rails against the interests of Iowa. producers. 

I call attention to the fact that the present bill makes a reduction of 
$6 per ton in the duty on steel rails. Reckoning 100 tons to the mile, 
and remembering the .f'act that we have in Iowa 5, 000 miles of railway, 
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this would be a saving of $3,000,000 in the cost of replacing the rails 
now used upon the railways of my State; and the 8 per cent. which 
these corporations require as the return for capital invested would make 
an annual saving of $240,000 to the people of the Sta,te of Iowa for all 
time to come. 

]fr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman allow me--
:Mr. WEA. VER. No, sir; I am limited as .to time, and I can not 

yield. 
The numberofmilesof railway constructed last year was over 12,000. 

This bill, had it been the law, as it should have been, would have re
duced the cost of construction $600 to the mile, a reduction of over 
$7,200,000 to the people of the United States, and a saving of 8 per 
cent. upon that would be $576,000 annually. [Applause.] 

Mr. BRUl\1111. I would like to call the attention of my friend to one 
matter. 

Mr. WEAVER. Well, I yield for a moment. 
Mr. BRUMM. The gentleman makes his statement upon the hy

pothesis that the protective duty enhances the price of the rail while 
free trade will lower it, does he not? 

Mr. WEA. VER. Certainly; and if it does not--
Mr. BRUMM. I only wish to say-- . 
l\Ir. WEAVER. No, I can not yield further. If the protective duty 

does not enhance the price of the rail, what do you want it for? [Laugh
ter -and applause.] In your cogitations in your room please brood over 
that question, and at wme future time give the House an elaborate 
answer. 

Mr. BRUUM. I will answer now in a minute if you will yield to me. 
M1·. WEAVER. But I promised to show that the protected indus

tries were unwilling to treat their customers with the same liberality 
with which they themselves are treated by our revenue laws. 

The law of competition is a natural and humane provision, running 
through all human industries. It was given to man to curb his ava
rice, to make him kind, and to keep alive the brotherhood of the race. 
The ma,xim "live and let live" came from the golden rule. It is a 
wise provision of the Great Lawgiver growing out of the very existence 
of the human family upon the earth and of their business relations 
with one another. It is dangerous to interfere with its operation. 

But our American manufacturers say they can not compete with 
manufacturers of older countries who employ cheap labor. ''Protect 
us against the cheap labor of the Old World,'' they say, ''and we will 
not interfere with home competition." "We can compete with onr 
neighbors who are upon an equal footing with ourselves and pay their 
employes the same wage that we do." Now, these are the equities of 
the contract. The Government takes them at their word and tells the 
foreigner to stand off. We speak to him with authority, and tell him 
that he shall not place his foreign wares on the market in free compe
tition with oar home manufactures unless he is willing first to pay a 
heavy tax for such privilege. 

We not only say this ta the foreigner, but we make the same stern 
declaration to our own citizens, and say to them also: ''You shall not buy 
abroad; you shall buy of the home manufacturer, unless you are will
ing to pay a penalty in the shape of a ta.x: for · making your purchases 
abroad.'' And then we say to both the foreigner and the citizen, ''Look 
well to it that you obey the law. We will place patrols along every 
mile of our territorial boundary; we will build, arm, and equip revenue
cutters to guard every mile of ou seacoast, and do so at your expense, 
to see that you obey the laws." This is right, you say. I agree with 
you. But are not the manufacturers thus protected under some moral 
obligation to deal fairly with the Govemment and the people who have 
dealt so kindly with them? How have they met this obligation? 

Having secured protection from foreign competition, they straight
way entered into the free-trade markets of the world to buy their labor. 
I prove this by reading from the testimony of Gilbert B. Whitman, 
agent of the Amory Manufacturing Company of Jtlanchester, N. H., 
an establishment engaged extensively in the manufacture of cotton 
cloth. These works, at the time the testimonywas given, in 1883, had 
only been running three years. This was started as a protected indus-. 
try. Let me read f1·om the examination as contained in the report en
titled Labor and Capital: · 

Q. What is the character of your employes? • 
A. About one-third of our help are Canadians; the remainder are of mixed 

no.tionalities, the Irish element preponderating. Then come the English, the 
Scotch, and the German. 

Q. 'Vhat proportion of them are Americans? 
A. Out of eight hundred operatives, probably we ha>e eighty Americans.-

Labor and Capital, volullle 3, page 2.8. · 

That is the kind of return these manufacturing establishments give 
to the people for the protection the Government extends to them against 
foreign'' pauper labor." They enter the free-trade market of the world, 
purchase foreign labor and bring it here, to exclude American labor. 
Is that good faith? . 

On this same point we have the testimony of M:r. Charles L. Hard
ing, on page 296 of the same volume. Speaking of the woolen manu
facture at Dedham, Mass., he says: 

A large portion of the help we have in our mills now is foreign. 
These are specimen m-anufacturing establ~hments. How is it in 

Pennsylvania, the great·protected State of this Union? The laws of 
that Commonwealth give to mill-owners and factory managers and 
corporations the right to go to the governor of that State and demand 
that he shall commission as many corporation police as the owners of 
those establishments may deem necessary. They are commissioned in 
the name of the State, with power to arrest and detain; and itismade 
the duty of all sheriffs and prison-keepers to receive the persons ar
rested by them, and to confine them in prison. These corporation po
lice are under the control, management, and authority of the corpora
tion, and are required by law to wear the corporation badge. Thus· 
the State is made the policeman of the protected industries, with the 
corporation as commander-in-chief. This is the kind of protection that 
labor gets in Pennsy 1 vania. 

Icalledtheattentionofthetz:entlemanfromPennsylvania[Mr.BAYNE] 
to Brightly's Purdon's Digest, page 1338, of the Laws of Pennsylvania, 
and asked him whether that was not the law of his State. He said 
that he did not know whether it was the law of Pennsylvania or not. 
I was greatly a-stonished at the gentleman's answer. When the com
mittee of this House which was authorized to investigate the labor 
strikes visited the coal region of Pennsylvania they found one hundred 
of these corporation policemen wearing the badge of their employers 
and drawing $2 per day for keeping their starving brethren in subjec
tion. Thus the united power of the corporations and the Common
wealth were hurled against the people. Is this the happy condition 
to which we are all tending under protection? [Applause.] 

This amounts to an alliance, offensive and defensive, between the 
powerful barons and the State-with the baron, however, as commander
in-chief. 

Mr. BRUMM. Are not these same policemen under the employment 
of Mr. SCOTT? / 

1\Ir. WEAVER. I can !!Ot say whether they are or not. :Mr. ScOTT 
can answer for himself. 

Mr. BRUMM. Well, I will say to the gentleman that I know they 
are. 

Mr. WEAVER. I do notsee how that makes my point less forcible. 
Mr. BRUMM. It only shows that human nature is very much alike, 

whether a man is a free-trader or a protectionist. 
.Mr. WEAVER. But, sir, you are standing up here opposing there

duction of the duty on steel rails and on all Pennsylvania manufact
ures, when you must know that it is the capitalist alone who gets the 
benefit of protection, and that your laborers are growing poorer f1·om 
year to year. [Applause.] 

Now, while these corporations are protected before foreign competi
tion, how are they treating the American laborer? Why, they have 
simply ignored the equities of their contract, and have gone with the 
free-trade market of the world aud bought their labor where they could 
buy it the cheapest. 

But, sir, they are not satisfied with this. Secure from foreign com
petition, they are now unwilling to endure competition among them
selves, and so the "trust" is resorted to, which is the very refinement 
of monopoly and the destruction of competition. Sir John Culpepper, 
in a speech in the Long Parliament, said of the brood of monopolies then 
infesting England: 

They are a nest of wasps-a swarm of vermin wllich have overcrept the land. 
Like the frogs of Egypt, they have gotten possession of our dwellings and 
we have sca.rce a room free from them. They sup in our cup, they dip in our 
dish, they sit by our fire. We find them in the dye-pot, wash-bowl, and pow
dering-tub. They share with the butter in his box. They will not bate us a pin. 
'Ve may not buy our clothes without their brokage. These are the leeches 
that have sucked the commonwealth so hard that it is almost hectica.l. 

I will name a few of the protected industries and connected lines of 
business which are controlled by trusts: Linseed-oil, watches and watch- ' 
cases, rope and cordage, salt, nails, screws, envelopes, iron beams for 
homes, bridges, etc.; terra-cotta goods, wall-paper and paperhaogings, 
candy, bagging, the. manufacture of steel, barbed wire, plated ware, 
upholsterer's goods, galvanized sheet-iron, castor-oil, gutta-percha goods, 
tacks, wrenches and hinges, boiler-flues, glass, lumber, writing-paper, 
wrapping-paper, wooden-ware, oil-cloth, carpets, silver plate. 

This exhibit is taken from standard authorities. I refer to an article 
by Hen.ry D. Lloyd in the North American Review for June, 1 84, and 
from a recent work on "Trusts," by William W. Cook, of theN ew York 
bar. 

I could extend this list almost indefinitely. There is scarcely a pro
tected industry in America to-day-or unprotected, for that matter
that has not resorted to combination and to the trust; and for what 
purpose? For the purpose of destroying home competition. [Ap
plause.] The Government says to the foreigner: ''Stand off! You 
shall not come in competition with our home manufacturers,'' and as 
soon as this is accomplished then the home manufacturers combine and 
destroy all competition; and yet they have the hardihood to come into 
this house, they have the audacity, when these facts are known to the 
American people, to stand up here and cry out that we are about to 
destroy their industries! _[Applause.] Whose industries are they de
stroying? [Applause.] "Don't take the duty off the fleece," say 
they; but the protected " trusts " seem tq be free to "fleece " the 
public. · 

' 
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Sir, they have not kept faith with the American people, and this bill 

deals in a spirit of liberality wholly unknown to these protected in
dustries, a liberality which they are unwilling to practice themselves. 
[Applause.J 
lt is a lraud and a pretense to claim that labor is getting the benefit 

of protec tion. Our tariff laws·pour a golden stream into the pockets 
of the manufacturers, but it never returns to bless and enrich the chil
dren of toil. 

Ur. Chairman, the strikes which have occurred within the past t wo 
years, and particularly those occurring during the past year, establish 
the melancholy fact beyond question: that capital is master ofthe situa
tion in this country. Every important strike has fa iled. The great 
anthracite coal strike, the ra ilroad st rikes, and even the strike of the 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, the strongest single labor or
ganization within the United States; a strike occurring among a class 
of workmen where long experience and familiarity with their important 
and hazardous bJ!Siness was supposed to be necessary-even with this 
organization the strike is a failure. 

It is a lamentable fact that they have been practically driven to the 
wa.ll. Labor must look to some other remedy, and must look qnickly. 
What labor needs now is protection, not so much from the competition 
of foreign manufacturers as from the cruel exactions of corporations, 
syndicates, and trusts. And I mean by labor to include every branch 
of American industry froni the day laborer and wage-worker of the East 
to that great body of farmers in theW est; from the wheat-raiser of the 
North to the cotton-planter of the South. Here is my analysis of the 
situation in this country: When the capitalists and the laborers were 
both without organization capital bad grea tly the advantage. This bas 
been true in all ages of the world. Now that capitalists and working
men are both organized, the situation is practicalJy unchanged. Capi
t al still has the advantage. It possesses endurance and ability to stand 
a siege. Capitalists possess one thing which labor does not-ready 
money. Labor is in possession of one thing which capital has not
the ballot. My advice to the industrial people of America is to avail 
themselves of this advantage, and to do it quickly. If labor would re
main the servant of capital, pay no heed to what I say. If you wish 
capital to take its legitimate place as the servant of mankind, if you 
would avoid serfdom for yourselves and your posterity, you must im
mediately throw about the people such safeguards as will insure that 
result. You must erect anew the barriers which our fathers erected, 
but which have been trooden down. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, the great fundamen1al principle of our 
Government is equality-equality of citizens, equality of ~tate~-amt 
any tax or law that vio1ates this principle is not in accord with t l e spn·t 
and genius of our institutions. No government like this, based oo s u<·h 
a grand principle, ought to aid private business by tariffs not laid for 
legitimate taxation; nor has i t t he right to grant special privileges to 
s >me and b 1 i: d up monopolies at the expense of others. ~his sacred 
princip~ e was w just, so potent, and so dear to the American heart that 
it tort>, vi et armis, from the great charter of our rights all that was in 
conflict with it. . 

If, then, l\1r. Chairman, the injustice and inequality of slavery could 
not exist when guarantied and proteded by the Constitution because 
wrong in principle, can protection, which is wrong both in principle 
and practice, and which means a worse form of slavery to both the black 
and white of those States where it did exist, live in conflict with it? 

The tariff, considered either from the standpoint of protection or for 
:revenue only,-- is a subject of great difficulty to those who lay it and of 
much greater concern to those who pay it. The committee and the 
~ountry have been treated to a very able and exhaustive debate. I am 
g1ad we have had it, and it is to be hoped much good will come from it. 
While I am not one ofthose who believe that all knowledge of this im
portant question is derived, like Falstaff's knowledge of the re..1.l prince, 
from instinct, but think it should be studied carefully, I do not intend 
on this occasion to lecture on po1itical economy, nor to harass the com
mittee with long tables. I hope by the use of a few cold facts to point 
out some of the evils existing in our revenue and currency laws, and to 
fix the responsibility for such, if possible. 

The war is over and the questions arising out of it have been settled. 
The time has come when every man should speak and vote his honest 
convictions upon economic questions without reference to the issues of 
the past. A great responsibility rests upon this House, and particularly 
this side of it. Let us meet the question with courage and faith in the 
people. Let us summon all our intelligence, int egrity, fairness, for
bearance, and patriot ism, and in a. spirit of mutual concessions agree 
upon some bill that will reduce the surplus and at the same time lessen 
the burdens of the tax-ridden people of our conntry. The Democra t 
who fails to do his duty in this con test between those who pay and 
those who receive bounties dishonors the t m clitions of his party and the 
sacred trust committed to him. 

The bill under consideration is by no means perfect. It is not w h :l. t 
I would like to have, bu t I am prepared to support i t as tlu'l best that 
can be had a t present. ' Ve stand face to £'l<'..C with an increasing sur
plus of hundreds of millions of dollars. We hear the cryof "hard 
times " from all classes df people and all kinds of business. While call
loans are cheap and Lanker's balances are la1 ge, people who want 

money can not get it. The cry comes up for more money, a larger cir- . 
culating medium. Profits are growing less, values are shrinking. 
Business men as well as farmers and mechanics find it difficult to make 
buckle and tongue meet. 1t1ills are running on short time. Traffic is 
dull, and strikes are on. Pools are made; trusts and combinations of 
every character a reformed to control production and prices. The wealth 
of the country is passing from the pockets of the many to the coffers of 
the few. The young men are leaving the country for cities and towns. 
Such is the condition of the grandest, freest, and best Government, 
composed of the most intelligent and patriotic people ihe world ever 
saw, at a time when it has an outstanding circulation of over $1,600,-
000,000-!!l.ore than $25 per capita, and a public credit unequaled by 
any country at any time. 

This is our condition after we have become the greatest manufact
uring, mining, a.nd agricultural nation in the world. What is the 
cause? To my mind there is but .one answer, and that is bad financier
ing and our system of unequal and unnecessary taxation. Our Govern
ment has by its own acts taken an overdose of tariff, which threatens 
financial congestion to the body politic. Some speedy remedy must be 
applied that will restore to actual circulation the millions now partly 
held in the Treasury and partly deposited in the national banks and used 
without interest, and at the same time prevent a repetition of such a. 
condition of business. That such a stat~ of affairs is possible under our 
1orm of government is almost incredible, and yet, :M'r. Chairman, we 
know that it does exist, and there is no one bold enough to deny it. It 
so, let.him speak. 

The present Administration is in no way responsible for this. It bus 
done all that could be done under the law to prevent it, and has, per
haps, in one or two instances exceeded the power conferred, but it was 
an honest effort to keep in circulation the money of the people. It 
called and paid off all of the 3 per cent. bonds that were subject to pay
ment at the option of the Government more than a year ago. Prior to 
that, in obedience to the known wishes of the President and platform 
pledges, the Democratic party in this House, under tthe lead of the 
able, honest, and courageous Morrison, made an effor to reduce the reve
nues to the actual and necessary expenses of the Government, expecting 
to absorb the surplus in the payment of such bonds as were subject to 
call. That was the proper thing to do, and was what the President and 
nearly all Democrats wan tell done, but the Republican party has almost 
to a man, with a few protectionists on this side, opposed and defeated such 
measures. But, since the bonds have all been paid thm·e is no way 
to prevent an increa-se of the surplus, now too Jarge, without legisla
tive action, except to purchase the unmatured bonds, as the Secretary is 
now doing. 

To prevent any further surplus accumulations in the Treasury bonds 
are being purchased at a premium of over 26 per cent. For the privi
lege of paying acoin bond issued for depreciated currency, after paying 
int~rest for nearly twenty years, we are required to pay for every dollar 
thereof $1.26, and the Republican party, whose legislation makes this 
necessary by a stubborn opposition to the pending bill, declares in effect 
that this is what it wants. T he bondholders are notcontentwith pay
ment according to the contra-ct while we have the money, bot insist 
that we most let the surplus remain idle or pay the premium. Hav
ing deliberately adopted a financial policy by which the currency was 
contracted and the volume in a large measure subjected to the control 
of the banks, and a large part of the debt funded at high interest for 
a long time without the option of payment, and having fastened upon 
the people, under the plea of protection to labor, a. system of taxation 
which requires them to pay indirectly to the manufacturers 3 for every 
dollar that reaches the Treasury through the cu tom-houses, the Re
publican party says to the country that it will consent to no change 
that •vill in the least interfere with the profits and tribute of the man
ufacturing corporations and trusts now sapping the very life of our in
stitutions. 

While the favored industries get a. tribute of oYer $500,000,000 an
nually it will be difficult to get a change until we have a clear majority 
of Democrats in both ends of the Capitol who will reflect the wishes ot 
the people and respect the Constitution and the common and just prin
ciple of equal taxation , according to the wants of the Government. 
Such legislation, Mr. Chairman,. is a crime against humanity and pos
terity, tor which th~re is nothing that can be said in palliation. For 
less crimes revolutions have been resorted to and crowned beads brought 
to the block. For want of a leader bold enough and an organization 
s trong enough to successfully antagonize the corporations and monopo
lists, who ha\' e so long controlled the legislation of the coun tr.r, the 
people have been compelled to submit to the wrong ; but the President, 
with the courage of Jackson and the clearness of J efferson, by h is late 
message, h as espoused t he cause of the people in the Etruggle, and has 
s taked the success of h is party on t he issue tendered by him and ac
cepted by the opposition . Those who are not for him are against him. 
There is no middle ground in this gre:.1.t fight for reform·. 

The people, who are nearly always r igh t, arc rallying aronml him. 
Thousands of \Oters a re changing from opposition to support si nre his 
tariff reform message. His party is u nited as never betorc, and th e 
result of the next election w ill determine whE-ther that plain , sim
ple Government, organized by_ equal citizens, who fled from t he op-
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prEl;-~io~s and burcl_ens _of ~he Old ~orld in the hope that they could I law"-and debate 17as denied. It wasagign.ntic fraud. On its passage in the 
ma1nta.m the new lllStttutlons at little cost and without injustice leav- House only1 Democrat voted'' a.y," while 3!voted "no." Only12Republicans 
ing the bulk of the el.lrnings in the pockets of the people, shall b~ pre- voted" no, and 96 voted "a.y. ' ' In the Senate the Republicans voted ,, no, 7 :•ay" 42. The Democrats voted solid "no." 'Vhile this measure was' pending 
served or not. I was glad a short time since to hear the distinguished m the Senate, 1\Ir. Thurman, a. Democrat, moved to add that-
gentleman. fro~ Pennsylvania [Mr. RA.ND.A.LL] express his alarm at b~~.:r;;~~?-ing herein contained shall apply to what is commonly cnll<!d 5-20 

the reduction rn the value of farm products, and his desire to investi- Thf!se ~nds were payable~ greenbacks, and this act was to make them pay
gate the cause and correct the wrong, ''whether the reduction comes able m com. r It was to av~Id the. consummation of that outrage upon the 
from the tariff law, or whether it comes from the state of the currencv.'' people that 1\Ir. Thurman offered his amendment. The Democrati voted solid 
Thaewasa patriotic, st.'l.tesman-like utterance, and I believe that it is the for it. The _Repu~lica~s. vot~d. "B:Y," onlv 6, and "no" 31. Thns without . amendment, m all1ts ongmal lDJnstlce, the Republican party passed this odious 
spuit with which we should conduct this discussion. Let us look for act. On March 29, 1869, 1\lr. !organ , a. Democrat, offered a re olution to ex· 
the cause and stand ready to apply the remedy in the interest of the empt salt, tea, coffee, sugar, matches, and tobacco, and 
WhOle people. TO TAX THE BO::'>J)S. 

The currency and the taxes are so often the same thing, and a~e in so Th~s resolution w~ .~efeated . The Democrats '?ted "o.y" solid 39; the Re-
many ways connected, especially when the latter is laid 80 as to create pubh~ans voted soh~ no," 104. Thus the Republican party in the Honse, by 

1 h t th unammous >ote, agam defeated an efl'ort to tax the bon d . 
a surp us, t a ey may very appropriately be discussed in the same . In 18!0 the act was pen.ding which provided for funding the greenback bonds 
connection, since one object of the pending bill is to reduce that sur- mto com bonds, and wh1ch 
plus. Without s_topping to discuss our present financial policy, I will RoBBED THE PEOPLE oF ~500,000,000. 
say that a r_oduction of taxes and revenue is the first important step in , The Democrats of the House voted solid "no," 5!. The Republicans voted 
any reform 1n the currency, and the sooner it is done and the more com- ·no" only 2, and "ay" 139! In the ~en ate the Democrats voted solid "no " 
plete the better for those who wish chanaes in the currency law. It The Rcpu~licans carried it, an? ~h~s l_he Republican party is responsible for the 

t b d "tt db ll h ill fl. tf' h I wrong which resulted from this Imqmtous measure· and when the Houses di-
n:'-US ~a m1 ~ Y a W 0 W re ec ~or a moment, t at the actual vidcd and a. conference committee was appointed 'to con ider tho differences 
c;rculatmg medium can not be increased, except by the free coinage of upon th!s bill,l\Ir. Brooks arose in his seat and told the Republican Speaker, 
silver, until we have reduced the receipts of the Government to less 1\Ir. Blaine, that the conferees were 
than we spend. As long as our system brings in more than we pay out '' ALL os o:\~ siDE'' 
there is no way to force a circulation of Government currency. an.d that tb ': minority was not represented. Having "set up" the committee 

The Government may purchase silver bullion and coin silver or issue the Repubhcan Speaker contemptuou ly replied" it is not essential that it 
Treasury notes or certificates, but it will give but li ttle relief, as it or should be." ln July, 1870, when :::irrER:nAN's proposition was pending 
some other dollars of equal amounts must be kept in the Treasury or used To L"cP..BA E THE N A TrosA.L-n.u.-x: CIRCCLATios 
in the purchase of the outstanding bonds. So we see, :Mr. Chairman, S&i,OOO,OOO, o.s usual in :J.ll these aggressi\·e measures the previous que tion was 

th t ih t t b 
. 1i • demanded and debate refu ed. \ hile the Democrats voted "ay" only 4 and 

a e sures way o egm a currency re orm lS to reduce the tariff ''.no" 44, the ~epublic:m party passed this bill . On June 1-l, when that ~me 
and the revenues. Turn into the channels of business what is in the b1ll was pendmg. 1\Ir. RANDALL, a. Democrat, offered a substitute which pro
Treasury, and take care hereafter not to exact any more from the peo- pos~d to take up the national-b!!.nk notes, nnu, 
ple tha_n th_e Govern men~ needs. Let free sil'\·er follow the passage of ISsuE <1300,000,000 rn GnEm<r:ACKS 
the tariff bill and you Wlll see a return of prosperity. I trust we may in their steatl. On this measure the Democrats ,·oted "no" only 6 nnd "ay" 
have the co-operation of the distinguished gentleman in both of these ~1. The Republicans voted" ay ".only 10, a.nd •· no " lro. Thus this proposed 
measures. lSSUe of greenba~ks w s d efe. ted lQ the Hou e by the llepublican party. 

At the same trme 1\lr. 1\Iorgan, a Democrat, offered a substitute which pro· 
:Mr. Chairman, but for the vicious legislation of the Republican party viued for 

REPE~G THE NATIOXA.L-B.L ' K ACJr. since the war our Government would be about out of debt. By con
traction of the currency, funding and r efunding of the debt, a large part 
o f it has been pushed onto another generation for payment. Without 
stopping to enumerate at length the financial legislation for which the 
Republican party is responsible, I charge it with the passage of every 
bad law that has tended to make times hard and money scarce, and 
with resisting every act for the relief of the people proposed by the 
Democrats. In proof of this charge I now call attention to the votes 
of the two great parties on these financial questions. For the record up 
to June, 1878, I will read an extract from a speech made byRon. JorrN 
E. KENNA, of West Virginia, now a United States Senator from tha.t 
State: 

TA.XA.TIO:S OF THE llO~'DS. 

On the 28th day of Juno, 186Z, the question of concurring- in Senate amend· 
mentsto an net creating bonds, etc., was before the House. 1\lr. HoLMAN, a Demo· 
crat , offe1·ed the following provision : 

"Pro11ided, That nothing in this act shall impair the right o f the States to tax 
the bonds, notes, and other obligations issued untler this act. " 

Sixty-three Democrats voted for this righteous amendment a.nd not one ;oted 
against it. Of the Republicans, only 8 voted "a.y" and 77 ;oted "no." Thus 
the Republican party defeated in the House the proposition to tax the bonds. 

THE NATIONA.L-BA.NK SYSTE::II. 
In February, 1863, the bill was pending for the charter of the national banks. 

The vote was taken in the Senate on the 12th and in the House on the 20th of 
that month. The bill involved the inauguration of a system which is as cordi
ally hated by the masses of ow· people as ever was a measure hostile to their in
terests. On its passage in the Senate the Democrats voted "ay" 2 and "no" 
12, which was six to one against the system. In the House the Democrats voted 
"ay " 3 and "no" 42, making fourteen to one against it. But who passed this 
bill and created the national banks? In the Senate the Republicans voted "no" 
9, "ay" 21, constituting a majority of more than two to one in its favor. In the 
House the Republlcans voted "no" 22 and" ay" 75, making over three to one 
in its favor. '£bns the Republican party foisted upon the country the national
bank: system. 

THE St;PPLE.l!ENTAL Bll""X BILL. 

Ou April 18, 1864, what is known as the supplemental national-bank bill was 
before Congress. H was a repetition of the evils of the charter act, and was in
tended to fo ter and perpetuate the national-bank system. The Democrats 
voted in the H ouse, 65 solid "no." The Republicans voted "ay" SO and "no" 
only 1. In the Senate the Democrats voted, 7 solid "no." The Republicans 
voted "no" 2 and ·• ay" 30. Thus the Republican party passed this objection
able act. On the same day when 1\Ir. Arnold offered in the House a resolution 
to provide for taxing State bauks, 1\Ir. RA.:NDALL, a Democrat, offered to amend 
by providing for the 

TAXATION OF NATIOXAL BANKS. 
Notwithstanding thatSAMUELJ. RANDALL, who is now Speaker of this House, 

stands and stood then among the first parliamentarians on the continent, on this 
n~solution to tax national banks, a. Republican Speaker, in the interests of the 
money power, arbitrarily ruled him "out of order." Every member familiar 
with the history of this body knows how potent is the voice of the Speaker for 
weal or for woe. On this occasion it was invoked. for the defeat of a righ teous 
measure, and thus the Republican party, through i ts Republican Speaker, denied 
cYen n. hearing of the cause. 

In 1Ullrch,l869, when the" net to strengthen the public credit," wllich ou~l1t 
to have been entitled 

..L."i' ACJr TO SWINDLE THE PEOPLE, 
cmno np for consideration, deb te was cut off. Although it declared the cur
rency indebtedness o f the country to be payable in coin. and added $:iOO,OOO.OW 
1.o the public debt, it was passed under the •· previous question " -the "gng 

and the substitution of 100,000,000 in greenJa.cks, with fltll legal-tender quali
ties, for the na.lional-b nk notes. The Democrat voted "no" 11 "ay" 34 or 
over 3 to 1 for the sub: titute. T;1o Republicans voted" ay" only '3, and •• r;o" 
116. Thus the Republican party m the House defeated also this proposed finan
ciul reform. 
re~~~t~:~st of J anuary, 1870,1\Ir. 1\IcXcely, a Democrat, oflcred the following 

"Resolved, That the national debt should be paid in strict compliance with tho 
contract, whether it is rna. de payable in gold or green backs · that the 5.20 bonds 
are pay3;bl.e in ~reenba~ks ?r their cqu~valen~, !lnd we condemn the policy of 
the admmist.ratwn which I S _squande1·mg milliOns of money by buying such 
bonds at. a lugh rate of premmm when the Government bad the clear right to 
redeem them at par." · 

To this honest, fair interpretation of a contract in behalf of a people who were 
already overcast with the shadow of impending financial panic only 3 Demo
cruts could be found to •ote in opposition, while Sl votE."d 10 its favor. Of the 
~f!P~blicans only 1 voted for it and 119 members of the Republican party laid 
1t In Its grave! 

On the 17th day of J~nuary, 1870, l\Ir. McXeeley made 

ANOTHER EFFORT IN BEHALF OF GREEXBACKS. 
He offered tbe following resolution: 
"P.esol!led, That the-Committee on Banking and Curr ncy be, and they aro 

hereby, mstructed to report at an early dn.y a bill providing for withdrawa l 
from circulation the national-bank currency nnd for issuing instead of such cur

..rency Treasury notes usually known as greenbacks." 
On this resolution looking to financial reform the Democrats Yotcd "no" 

only 2 and "ay" 53. The Republicans voted "a.y" 1 and ''no" ll~ . Tllu the 
Republican party in the House slaught'<!ed this further attempt at honest cur-
rency. · 

In 1872, after the policy of the Treasury had been well defined, when the Sec· 
retary was day after day 

ALLOWING THE BO--DHOLDEr.S TO ROB THE PEOPLE 
by treating th~ 5.20bo.nds as<:oin bonds and negotiating them in defiunce of tho 
contr~t oftheu creatJon, which made ~hem payable iu currency, the following 
resolution was presented: 

"Re_sol-yed, That in the op}nion of this House the Secretary of the Treasury in 
negotlatmg the loan authonzed by the act of July 14, 1870, has neither increased 
the bonded debt nor incurred an expenditure contrary to law." 

At the time this resolution was offered the policy of the Treasury Departmen1, 
was daily au~menting our national debt. It was daily fastening upon us that 
system which ~as since so ~ursed th~ countrr· _This resolution gave emphatic 
approval to this whole rumous pohcy, and mv1ted and approved in advance 
the mischievous course which has since been pur ued. It pasRed the Ilouse by 
a strict party vote. The Democrats voted solid 86 "no." The Republicans 
voted" ay" llO, and thus the Republican party gave formal and offici l nc· 
tion to a line of policy which has scattered business cn.lamity broadcast over the 
land. 

In 18i3 the 
Ac:r DIDIO!m-TUniG SILVER 

was passed. The country has been made aware of the manner in which thiG 
nefarious measure was smuggled and bulldozed through without even being 
read. Its contents were not known, the yeas and nays were not called on its 
passage, and hence the vote of members is not entered on the Journal. The 
RECORD does show, however, that 1\lr. Hooper, a Republican, moved to suspend 
the rules and pass the bill. He had it in charge. He knew its coutent . He 
knew it struck silver down and destroyed the double standard of our fathers . 
The RECORD therefore shows that a R-epublican had charge of the bill, and by a 
motion to suspend the rules, cut off debate and forced it to a vote. But the 
RECORD shows more. H shows th.'l.t this giant swindle had been submitted to 
the Republican Secretary of the Treasury, the Republican director and con
troller of finances, and W!lS by him approved. The RECORD on this point is o.s 
follows: 
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- "Mr. MERRIAM. lias this bill been submitted to the Sooreta.ry of the Treas
ury: and.. if so, does it meet his approval?'' 

''l\Ir. HoOPER, of Massachusetts .. H has been submitted to him, and he not 
only approves it, but strongly urges its passage.'' 

Thus, 1\lr. Speaker, this monstrosity, this unmitigated villainy which struck 
down silver when it was higher in the market than gold, simply to make 
"money scarce" and increase the burdens of the country, was manipulated and 
carried tlll'ongh by a Republican member of the House, under the full sanction 
and support of the Republican Secretary oftheTreasury. Passed as the bill was, 
under suspension of the rules, without debate, and not even read, there is no 
e'\--idence on earth that any living man knew it demonetized silver except the 
Secretary and member I have named. 

We come now to that 
PIUNCE OF DESTROYERS, 

the resumption act of 1875. Like other similar acts it was passed without de
bate. Discussion was cutoff. The vote in the Senate stood Republican- " ay "32, 
"no" only I. The Democrats voted solid "no." In the House the Republicans 
voted only24 "no," and "ay" 136,makingmore than five to on~ in favor of this 
great crime against the prosperity and happiness of the country. The Democrats 
voted solid 74 to defeat it. In the Senate even Carl Schurz complained that he 
had ''found the bill on his table to-day for the first time, and had not had time 
to read it or inform himself intelligentiy of its contents." In answer to this ap
peal for opportunity to understand this important measure John Sherman, the 
present Republican Secretary of the Treasury, rose in his place in the Senate 
and boldly declared that he would "press the bill to its passage from that hour 
forward." Evidences that be kept that promise faithfully and too well are 
found in the blasted homes and fortunes and hungry women and children from 
the Atlantic to the Pacific Ocean. 

These, Mr. SPea-ker, are the leading financial issues upon which the two great 
parties have divided . They mark the line between the money sharks on the 
one side and the people on the other. The Republican party had the President 
and both branches of Congress during a.ll that time. At the very threshold of 
the system l\Ir. Stevens declared to his Republican associates on the floor of the 
House: 

" We are introducing new practices all around. We are making one currency 
for the people and another for other purposes." 

And, sir, thatpolicywa.s pursuedfroml862to 1875. The Republican party pur
sued it. 'Vith a determined purpose, with unrelenting vigor, with a singleness 
of object that no human appeal could divert and no human misery deter, the 
Republican party went madly on in this desperate financial career o.nd never 
did it call a halt until 

CONFflO:XTED DY A DEMOCRATIC MAJORITY 
in the House of Representatives of the Forty-fourt.h Congress! It is n. part of 
the financial history of the country, demonstrated by the record, that all the 
wicked legislation which has racked this country to the very verge of revolu
tion-the whole ofit-every act and deed, was consummated when the Repub
lican party had control of every department of the Government. It is also true 
that. not one single act of which the people complain was ever passed after the 
Democrats acquired control of the House. It is equally true that not one single 
act of relief was ever enacted until the popular uprising of 1874 gave to the 
Democrats control of the House ef Represent?.tives. And, 1\lr. Speaker, it is a 
matter to be remembered to the everlasting credit of the Democratic party that 
it encounte1-ed and vanquished at the first onslaught t k ~ gigant1c money 
power to which the Republican party bas been fo1· years as the plaything to a 
child! The first Democratic House in August, 18:-6, raised the banner of finan
cial reform by the pas_age of a bill 

TO REPEAL THE RESUliiPTIO~ ACT. 

The Republican vote on the passage of that bill stood" ay" only 9 and "no" 
56, or over six to one against the repeal. The Democrats voted "no" 29 and 
"ay " 97; more than three to one in its favor. The bill passed the House by 
Democratic votes, and thus the first battle against the Shylocks was left to be 
turned against the people by the Republican Senate which failed to pass the 
bill. There the matter stood when the great political contest of 1876 came on . 
The result of that election returned a Democratic majority to the House of 
Representatives, while the Senate is still Republican. Those who have ob
s erved the proceedings since we assembled here will bear :witness to the earnest
ness of the warfare that has been waged for financial relief. As early as No
vember 5, 1877, we passed the bill 

TO REMONETIZE SIL\ER. 

The Republicans, driven at last by a. public sentiment which had twice routed 
them at the polls, yielded to this measure a fair support. They voted-" no" 
24, and "ay" 67; not quite three to one. The Democrats voted-" no" 10, and 
'' ay" 97, or nearly ten to one in its favor. nut when this measure to restore the 
dollar of our fathers was sent by a Democratic House to a llepnblican Senate it 
was there amended and emasculated until its value was well-nigh destroyed, 
and finally v etoed by a llepublicnn President. On the 23d of the sarue month 
the 

BILL TO REPEAL THE RESUMPTIO~ .ACT 
passed the House. On this repeal ihe Republicans voted-" ay" 28 and" no" 
92, more than three to one against it. The Democrats voted-" no" 29 and ·• ay" 
104, more than three to one in its favor. This act was sent to the Republican 
Senate, and there a Rip Van Winkle sleep of seven long mot~ths bas held it 
fast. 

On the 29th day of April the bill wns passed. 
FORBIDDDOG FURTHER RETJRE)IEXT. OF GREE:!."'BACKS. 

Tlle Democrats voted on this measure-" no" 7, and "ay" 104; the Repub
licans voted-" ay" 73, and "no" 28. :Many of them vot-ed with the avowed rea
son that it would not interfere with the resumption act, and it is equally under
stood in well-informed circles that the Republicans who favored the bill in the 
Senate did so upon the same ground. Add to what I have enumerated the bills 
wll ich have been favorably reported at this session by a Democratic committee-, 
the bill to authorize the issuing of certificates for silver bullion, and the bill to 

. StmSTITUTE GI!EE:NBA.CKS FOR BANK KOTES, 

and you llave a fair epitomized history of the financial legislation of the last 
sixtee n years. In giving the status of the political parties, I have given the l·e
sult of my own individual researches; I have invest.igated the subject; I ha'\·e 
examined the record, and I speak what I know. 

1fr. Chahman, in addition to what Ir. KEXNA has said I desire to 
refer to the record of other votes later than the period covered by him, 
and I will state that I ha\e carefully gone over these votes and believe 
the analysis I have made is correct. In disposing of the ::(ndependen ts, 
Nationals. or Greenbackers I have counted them as Democrats or Re
publicans· just as they may have \Oted on the questions under consid
eration at the time. 

CRAPO EXTE~-SIOY BILL. 

When this bill was under consideration, :Mr. Buckner, a Democrat, 
mo\ed to fix the time ior the payment of the bonds at ten instead or 

-

twenty as recommended by the Republican committee, and on a yea
and-nay vote it was lost. The yeas were 91, nays 116. · Of the yeas 
79 were Democrats and 12 Republicans. Nays, 98 Republicans and 
18 Democrats. 

Mr. BLAND, a Democrat, and now the able chairman of the Commit
tee on Coinage, Weights, and 1\Ieasnres, moved a substitute for the com-. 
mittee bill which provided for issuing Treasury notes fur bank notes. 
This would have given the country a better currency without the aid 
or intervention of the banks, but would have deprived the bank cor
porations of their power over the currency, and so the substitute was 
not agreed to, by a vote of 71 yeas to 138 nays. Of the yeas there were 
68 Democrats and 3 Republicans; nays, 119 Republicans and 19 Demo
crats. Afterwards, on the lOth day of July~ 1~82, the bill passed the 
House by a vote of 110 yeas and 79 nays. Of the ye.1.s there were 99 
Republicans and 11 Democrats; nays, 76 Democrats and 3 Republicans. 

LEGAL-TE:-..""DEI! QUALITY OF SILVER DOLLAR. 

1\fr. Fort, on the 9th of December, 1878, mo>ed to suspend the rules 
and pass a bill declaring the st.:'lndard silver dollar a legal-tender and 
preventing any discrimination against it, and failing to get two-thirds 
it failed by the following vote: Yeas 151, nays 89. Of the yeas there 
were 106 Democrats and 45 Republicans; nays, 73 Republicans and 16 
Democrats. 

GREENBACKS TIECEIV ABLE FOR DUTIES. 

Mr. Wood, a Democrat, January 15, 1879, moved to pass a bill mak
ing United States notes receivable for duties on imports, and it passed
yeas 153, nays 43. Of the yeas there were 108 Democmts and 46 Re
vublicans; nays, Republicans 31, Democrats 12. 

INTERCHANGEABILITY OF GOLD AND SILVER COI~"S. 

On February 3, 1879, M:r. Wm'l'THORNE, the distinguished and faith. 
ful Democrat, who is now chairman of the Committee on Indian Dep
redatiClns, moved to suspend the rules and pass a bill to provide for the 
interchange of gold and silver and to prevent discrimination against 
either, and it was disagreed to; yeas 101, nays 136. Of the yeas there 
were 89 Democrats and 12 Republicans; nays 100 Republicans and 36 .
Democrats. 

GI!EENEACKS Al-i""D REFUKDIXG. 

On AprilS, 1880, my good DemocraticfriendGeneral WEAVER, who 
sits just to my left, moved to suspend the rules and pas3 the following 
re olutions: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of this House that all currency, whether metallic 
Ol' paper, necessary for use and convenience of the people, should be issued and 
its volume controlled by the Government, and not by or through the bank cor
porations of the country; and when so issued should beafulllegal tender in pay
men~ of all debts, public and prh·ate. 

Resol<ved, That in the judgment of this House that portion of the interest
bearing debt of the United States which shall become redeemable in the year 
1881, or prior thereto, being in amount about $782,000,000, should not be refunded 
beyond the power of the Government to call in s:lid obligations and pay them 
at any time, but should be paid as rapidly as possible, and according to con
tract. To enable the Government to meet the e obligations the mints of the 
United States should be operated to their full capacity in the coinage of stand
ard silver dollars and such othel' coinage as the business interest of the country 
may require. 

This motion was lost by a vote of 85 yeas to 117 nays. Of the yeas 
there were 84 Democrats and 1 Republican; nays 90 Republicans and 
27 Democrats. 

FREE COIXAGE OF SILVER A!U> SUSPE! 8IO~T. 

April 8, 1886, when the bill for the free coinage of silver was under 
consideration the following amendment was offtred: 

That unless meantime, through concurrent action of the nations of Europe 
with the United States, silver be remonetized prior to July l, 1889, that then 
and thereafter so much of the act of February 28, 1878, entitled" Au actto author
ize the coinage of the standard silver dollar and to restore its legal-tender char
acter," as authorizes and directs the Secret-ary of the Treasury to purchase silver 
bullion and cause the same to be coined, shall be suspended until further action 
by Oongress. 

~he amendment was lost by a vote of 84 yeas to 201 nays; of those 
voting yea there were 52 Republicans and 32 Democrats; nays, 136 
Democrats and 65 Republicans. 

The bill for free coinage was then rejected by a vote of 126 yea.s, nays 
1G3. Of those voting yea there were 101 Democrats and 25 Republi
cans; nays, 95 Republicans and 68 Democrats. But., Mr. Chairman, 
this is only a part of one chapter of the 1egalized crimes of the Repub
lican par~y against the people. On the :financial issues we see that the 
Democratic party has stood by the people in opposition to all those 
measures of the Republican party that have brought so much suffering 
to the poor and so much wealth to the rich. 

We see how the record has been made step by step, and see how by 
degrees the wealth has gone from the masses who cr&'lte it to the few 
cunning manipulators of Wall street and tariff barons of New England. __,. 
The Democratic party has, as is shown by this record, been instru
mental in restoring the silver dollar, stopping the further retirement 
of the greenbacks that the Republicans had said by solemn statute 
should go; providing for gold and silver certificates; the one and two 
dollar greenback bills, and during this Congress in passing through the 
House a bill for fractional currency. There is mnch in this record t o 
make Democrats feel proud of their party; but there is still more in 
the record it ha.s made in the fight for a reduction of tariff taxes and 
bounties. 
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And as a second count in the indictment in and for the body of the 
American people, I charge that the Repnblican party is not only re
sponsible to the country ior the tariff laws as they now exist with all 
their inequalities and injustice, but that it has on all occasions resisted 
all reductions that were proposed in the interest of the great body of 
th? consumers, and has supported only such as would relieve the cor
porations and capitalists; and in order that I may make good this charge, 
I ask you to go with me to the records that stand as mute but eternal 
witness against their acts. We can only examine the most important 
votes on these questions of tariff and internal revenue. 

MILLS RESOLUTIO:Y. 

_ December 1, 1877, a motion was made by l\Ir. !\fiLLS, a Democrat, 
and who is now the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and l\Ieans, to suspend the rules and pass the following resolution: 

Resol1:ed, That the Committee on Ways and i\feans be instructed to revi e the 
tariff so as to make it purely and solely a tariff for revenue and not for protect
ing one class of citizens by plundering another. 

The motion was lost. The yeas were 67, nays 7o. Of the ye~s there 
were 60 Democrats and 7 Republicans, and of the nays there were 64 
Republieans and 13 Democrats. A vote against this was in effect say
ing that they would plunder one class of citizens for the benefit of an
other, or that the protective tariff could not be so arranged as to pre
vent such plundering. 

THE WOOD TARIFF BILL. 

This was a bill to reduce taxes proposed by a Democratic committee. 
On the 5th day of J nne, 1 78, a motion to stdke out the enacting clause 
was agreed to by a vote of134 yeas, 120 nays. Of the yeas there were 
115 Hepublic:ms and 19 Democrats; nays, 113 Democrats and 7 Repub
licans. 

FREE QUTh""Th""E. 

On the 30th day of J nne, 1879, 1\Ir. Covert, a Democrat, moved to 
suspend the rules and pass a bill placing quinine on the free-list, and it 
was agreed to by a vote of yeas 125, nays 33. Of the yeas there were 
103 Democrats and 22 Republicans, and of the nays there were 31 Re
publicans and 2 Democrats. This bill became a law, Mr. Chairman, 
but notwithout the usual protest from the manufacturers, who always 
keep their weather eye on ''the home market," and who are always 
very much concerned about the consumer if they manufacture what he 
is compelled to have and can not get anywhere else. Here is the pro· 
test they made, and our Republican friends believed it: 

Why should objection be made to a duty of 20 per cent.? Why should the 
chemical industry be singled out to be ruined? 

Will the consumer be benefited? vVe assert most emphatically he will not. 
P J"ices will fluctuate; n.vernge rates will be as high or higher than they have 
been during the existence of the protective tariff. But eveu should the whole
sale price be as low as now at times, o. consumer using it in small quantities will 
get no benefit from it. In whose interest, then, is the duty to be reduced? 

·The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BA Y!\""E], who spoke this 
morning, I believe voted against this bill to save the mauuf~wturin~ 
protesters from ruin. If be was so far off in his guess about what would 
happen to the industries then, what he says now should count for but 
little, and yet he pretends to know all about it. 

Iu spite of the protests of the manufacturers that it would ruin them, 
break np their business, and place the people of this country at the 
mercy of the foreign manufactures, the Democrats passed the bill and 
took the risk. This was a trial and test of this much-talked of" home
market'' idea that we now hear so much about, and it was interesting 
to see the crash come. J f the predictions of our Republican friends bad 
come true then they could have come to us with some standing as 
prophets, but time bas shown that it was all speculatio::1 with them. 
W ~ ba\e more men engaged in this ruined industry now than we bad 
then, and the price of quinine bas been reduced from $3.50 per ounce 
to 50 cents. Nobody is burt, and if you wish to know who is benefited 
by this mall piece of legislation, ask the millions of people who nse 
this great medicine. In some parts of the country it is almost a neces
sity. 

FREE SALT. 

On tl1e 12th January, 1880, ir. HATCH, a true friend to the farmers, 
antl the present able and faithful chairman of the Committee on Agri
culture, moved to suspend the rules and pass a bill for free salt, which 
was not agreed to; ye:~.s 115, nays 116. Of the yeas there were 104 
Democrats and 11 Republicans; nays, 103 Republicans and 13 Demo
crats. 

FREE PAPER A 'D SALT. 

And again on the 14th May, 1880, pending the consideration of a 
r esolution for final adjournment, Mr. MILLS moved to recommit with 
instructions to report a bill for free printing-paper and free salt before 
they report the resolution to adjourn, which was disagreed to; yeas 90, 
nays llG. Of the yeas, 81 were Democrats and 6 Republicans; nays, 
94 were Republicans, and 22 were Democrats. 

THE TARIFF COMMISSIO:Y. 

Pending the considemtion of this bill on f/..1e 6th day of 1\fay, 1882, 
:Mr. MILLS, who was then as he is now ready to seize every opportunity 
to relieve the people, moved to recommit, with the following instruc
tions: 

First. That no more money shall be collected than is necessary for the wants 
of the Go\·ernment, economically a<lministered. 

Second. That no duty be imposed on any article above the lowest rate that 
will yield the largest amount of revenue. 

Third. That below such rote discrimination may be made, descending in the 
scale of duties, or for imperative reasorn the nrticles may be placed on the list 
of those free from all. dnty. 

Fourth. That the maximum revenue duty should be imposed on all luxuries. 
Fiflh. That all specific duties should be abolished and ·• ad valorem" duties 

substituted in their place, care being taken to guard against fraudulent in· 
Yoices and undervaluation, and to assess the duty upon the nctual market 
,·alue. 

Sixth. That the duty should be so imposed 1\S to operate as equally as possi
ble throughout the Union, discriminating neither for nor against any class or 
section. 

The motion was disagreed to-yeas 75, nays 152'. The yeas were all 
Democrats; the nays were 130 Republicans and 22 Democrats. Not a 
single Republican could be found who was willing to say by his vote 
that taxes should be so imposed as to operate equally throughout the 
Union, discriminating neither for nor against any class or section. They 
stood then as they stand now, for clas~ legislation and against equality 
and j nstice to all sections. The bill providing for the commission, 
which was only anotb~r means of getting a continuance for the ''pro
tected industries," was then passed by the Honse by a vote of 151 yeas 
to' 83 nays. Of the yeas there were 123 Republicans and 28 Democrats; 
na_ys, 75 Democrats and 8 Republicans. 

The bill-passed the Senate l\fay 9, 1882-yeas 35, nays 19. Of the 
yens there were 29 Republicans and G Democrats; n:tys, 17 Democrats 
and 2 Republicans. 

FREE TRACE-CHAll<S. 

A motion made by Mr. TURNER, a Democrat, and now a member ot 
the Ways and Means Committee, from which the bill now under con
sideration came, in the House J nne 6, 1882, to suspend the rules and 
pass a bill for free trace-chains was lost-yeas 73, nays 109. Of the yeas 
70 were Democrats and 3 Republicans; nays, 104 Republicans and 5 
Democrats. 

KNlT GOODS. 

July 3, 188'2, on the motion of.Mr. KELLEY, a Republican, the rules 
were suspended and a bill.increasing the tariff on woolen knit goocls 
was passed by a vote of 134 yeas to 49 nays. One hundred and twehe 
Republicans and 22 Democrats voted yea and 47 Democrats and 2 Re
publicans voted nay. 'l'his was done against the earnest protest of .Mr. 
CARLISLE, the present able Speaker. 

SlliP MATERIALS. 

On July 23, 1887, when the House had under consideration a bill 
allowing a rebate on materials imported and used in building ships on 
foreign account, Mr. Tucker, a distinguished and worthy Democrat, 
moved to so amend as to allow our own citizens to build or purcbu e 
ships in our own ship-yards on equal terms with foreigners. '.fhe yeas 
were 95 and the nays 12. Of the yeas there were 75 Democrats aud 20 
Republicans. The Republicans refused to \Ote and made the point of 
no quorum. On a motion to recommit with instructions to so amend 
the bill the yeas were 84 and nays 96. Of the yeas there were 78 Dem
ocrats and 6 Republicans; nays 95 Republicans and 1 Democrat. And 
yet we are told that this is the Amedcan policy. God saYe us from 
such Americanism! 

.THE TARIFF ACT OF 1883. 

On the 27th of June, 18 2, the bill pa&Sed by a vote of 127 yeas, 79 
oar. Of the yeas there were 23 Democrats and 104 Republicans; nays, 
71 Democrats and 8 Republicans. In the following session, ou the 26th 
day of February, 18A3, after amendments in the Senate under a new 
rule, Mr. KELLEY moved to suspend the rules and take up the bill 
and Senate amendments, declare a disagreement, and <fiSk a couterenco 
thereon; which was agreed to-yeas 147, nays 111. Of the yeas 135 
were Republicans, 12 were Democrats; nays, 102 Democrats and 9 He-
publicans. . . 

The Speaker appomted .Messrs. KELLEY, l\IcKnrLEY, Haskell, CAR
LI LE, and Speer conferees, the Senate conferees being .Me rs. MoR
RILL, SHERMAN, ALDRICH, McDill, and l\fabone. On the 3u ofl\fa.rch, 
1 83, the conference report was concurred in by the Senate, and subse
quently was agreed to by the House-yeas 152, nays 122. Of the yeas 
132 were Republicans and 20 Democrats; nays, 107 Democrats and 17 
Republicans. 

TARIFF O:Y WOOL. 

April 7, 1884, 1\Ir. COnverse moved to suspend the rules and pass a 
bill restoring the duty on wool as it was prior to the act of March 3, 
18 3, but it was not agreed to-yeas 119, nays 12G. Of the yeas 84 
were Republicans and 35 Democrats; nays, 124 were Democrats and 12 
Republicam. 

MORRISOY TARIFF 'OF 1884. 

April 15, 1884, the House being in the committee on re>enue bills, 
and the tariff bill having been reached, Judge KELLEY bjected to 
its consideration. The House, by a vote of 140 yeas to 138 nays, di
rected the committee to con ider it. Of those voting yea, tbere were 
136 Democrats and 4 Republicans. The enacting clause was stricken 
out by a Yote of 159 yeas to 155 nay . Of the ye..'lS, there were 119 
Republicans and 40 Democrats; nays, 152 Democrats and 3 Repub-

l licans. 
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THE MORRISON BILL, 1886. 

On the 17th of June, 1886, the motion of Mr. Morrison that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole to consider the general 
ta.riff bill, was rejected by a vote of 140 yeas to 157 nays. Of the yeas, 
136 were Democrats and 4 Republicans; nays, 122 were Republicans 
and 35 Democrats. 

Only four of the Republicans of the House would even vote to con
sider the demands of the people for a reduction of taxes. 

lll'TERNAL REVE~i"lJE-HOUSE. 

On the 6th day of June, 1878, ~fr. Covert, a Democrat, moved an 
independent section to the internal-revenue bill then under considera
tion, to reduce the tax: on tobacco from 30 and 40 cents per pound to 
20, and certain other reductions as to cigars. 

Mr. Tucker, another Democrat, moved to amend by making the tax 
16 cents per pound, aud the amendment was agreed to by a vote of 126 
yeas to !:lO nays. Of the yeas there were lOS Democrats and 18 Re
publicans; nays, 73 Republicans, 7 Democrats. The section as thus 
amended was adopted-yeas 137, nays 103. The yeas were 120 Dem
ocrats aud 17 Repuolicans; the nays were 92 Republicans and 11 Dem
ocrats. 

On the 28th day of June, 1882, the House passed an internal-reve
nue bill, reported by a Republican committee, to repeal the stamp tax 
ou bank checks, drafts, orders, and vouchers; the tax on capital and 
deposits of national banks, m:::.tches, perfumery, andpatent medicines, 
which yielded an annual revenue of $16,892,880, nearly all of which 
was paid by the banks, by a \Ote of 127 yeas to 79 nays. Of the yeas 
there were 105 Republicans, 22 Democrats; nays, 69 Democrats and 10 
Republicans. · -

ln the Senate, on the 19th day of July, 1882, Senator BECK offered 
nn amenrlment to the bill then pending, to reduce the tax on manu
factured tobacco at 12 cents per pound, and it wa.s adopted by a vote 
of 29 yeas to 26 nays. The yeas were 27 Democrats and 2 Hepubli
cans, and the nays were all Republicans. 

Senator BECK moved to strike out "perfumery, medicinal prepara
tions, and other articles," and it was lost by a vote of 26 yeas (Demo
crats) to 29 nays (Republic:!>ns). 

, enator VANCE moved to amend by retaining the tax on playing 
canis, and it was lost by 28 :veas (Democrats) to 29 nays (Repub
licans) . 

~enator VEST moved to amend so as to allow farmers to sell their 
tol.Jacco products, but not to peddle, and it was lost by a. vote of 23 
yeas, Democrats, to 28 nays, Republicans. On the motion of Senator 
BECK, the following proviso to the bill was adopted by a. vote of 24 
yeas, Democrats, to-22 nays, Republicans, and 1 Democrat: 

Provided, That farmers and producers of tobacco may sell at the place of pro
duction tobacco of their own growth and raising, o.t retnil, directly to the con
sumer, t.o an amount not exceeding $100 annually. 

INCOME TAX. 

The Republicans were swift to repeal this tax soon after the close of 
the war, although there was a national debt of $2,000,000,000 to be 
paiu. This was done about the same time that the cotton-tax on the 
Southern cotton-planter was increased from 2 to 3 cents a pound. 
After the Democrats had elected a majority to the House, i n 1\fay, 
1019, Mr. DIBBLE, a Democrat, and now the able and efficient chair
man of the Committee on Public Bu ildings and Grounds; moved to 
snc;pend the rules and pass a bill to restore this tax. 

lt required two-thirds to suspend the mles, and so the bill failed by 
tbe following vote: Yeas 111, nays 94. Of the yeas there were 105 
Democrats and 6 Hepublicans, and of the nays 84 Republicans and 10 
Democrat . And thus the wealth-holders escape the burdens that 
fairly belong to them. And thus the Republican party refused to correct 
a wrong that it bad done the consumers of the country. There was a. 
long list of items in the internal-tax laws, principally upon capital, 
but they have all been repealed except one important item! whisky, 
and it has been reduced from $2 a gallon to 90 cents, and a part of 
the tobacco tax. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the committee to 
some extracts from the last report of the late able and distinguished 
Secretary of the Treasury, !1r. Manning, which, taken altogether, is 
to my mind one of the clearest and strongest arguments for a tariff re
form that it bas been my pleasure to read. It deserves a place as a 
state paper by the side of the celebrated report of Secretary Walker, 
as far as it treats of the tariff. 

The Clerk read: 
THINGS HERE COXSUMED; WITII p<LAND AND SEAPORT COLLECTORS OF TAXES. 

It is indirect tnxes only which the Federal Go;cmment now le vies, and to 
~hich, being th~s practically rest~ictcd l?Y!hose prodsion.s of the Constitution, 
1t must look for 1ts revenues, and 1ls remiSSions whe1: re\·cn u~ outruns expense. 
It is out of indireet taxes that arise contentions a bout protection a nd free traue, 
as they aro e before the war when our debt W::l.S littie and o•.u expense so smo.ll 
that many thought Congress might ha,·e abolished cu~tom-ho nse,o, and no harm. 

"Free trade" accurately decribes the internal c mmcrce o!' our ::5tatcs. It ap
plies to the commerce, one with another, of no other great and so\·ereign States. 
It does not apply to our trade with foreig n nations. No man n ow living will 
ever see "free trade" adopted by these United States in thei r com Ulerce \Vith 
foreign nations; for tax~s on imports, from the foun:lation of this Government, 
have ~ver been one ch1ef source of Federal revenue, and such they will con
tinue to be. 

They are taxes npon consumption, like our internal-revenue taxes; and the 
true ground of choice among articles suitable for to.xation is not the circum
stance that they a re produced at home or imported from abroad, for neither the 
producer nor the importer finally pays the tax. The consumer pays it. The 
place o f origin is n o criterion. The place of collection is no criterion. The 
place of consumption is where duties as well as excise are paid at last; seaport 
taxes and inland taxes are alike in cost of collection (3.3 and 3.6 per cent.) and 
alike in this, that although t.he importer and distiller advances the tax, he re
imburses himself in the price to t.he consumer, who ·ruone is taxed. 

The true ground of choice is that among all articles thus consumed within 
our own borders some are better suited for an equitable taxation than others. 
They are universally consumed, like sugar, or easily identified, like coffee, or 
their consumption may be safely impeded, like distilled spirits or fermented 
liquors or tobaeco, or they are luxuries, like wines, silks, and diamonds. But 
of these articles suitable for taxation, fore :gn production nfl"ord as many as 
home production, or more. • 

Taxes on imports are levied by all nations. Lll.st year England raised a 
revenue of $95,978,583 from taxes on imports; France, $58,616,3~; Germany, 
~7,557,160. But no foreign nation taxes raw materials. Such taxes injure home 
industries, in which those materials are worked up and increased in value by 
home labor. Such taxes on raw materials, instead of excluding foreign compe
tition from the home market, put our own employers of lahor-at a great disad
vantage in the home market and a greater disadvantage in every foreign 
market compared with the foreigner employing labor upon untaxed raw ma
terials. 

' Protection" is also n. misnomer. It implies superiority elsewhere. T he 
superiority over any great industry of ours does not exist upon the [t~obe. It 
Implies infants here and adults elsewhere. Such is not our reputation . ' It im
plies that amid competition universal, where the fittest survive, we shall perish. 
But it is everywhere else believed that whenever we shall 1·elease ourselves 
from bad laws and enter that competition unmanacled, rivals will be distance d , 
and our primacy est-ablished in the markets and commerce of the world. 

OUR SUICIDAL TAXES OY RAW l.IIATERIALS. 

The total value of our domestic exports for the last fiscal year was almost ex
actly $666,000,000, of which 86 per cent. were the products of our fields, forests 
fisheries, and mines, and 16 per cent .. only were the sum total of manufactur ed 
pl'Oducts in which American labor was in wrought. 

In the last quarter of a century progress in telegraphs, transportation, labor
saving inventions, and the mechanic arts has reduced the profits of capital and 
Lhe rate of interest by more than one-half; has increased the wages of labor 
throughout the world; has augmented by at least a third the surplus which 
our manufa<!turers can produce beyond domestic needs for sale abroad. Pro
longing without necessity our wn.r-tariff taxes O.ll raw materials, we have baen 
undersold and excluded from foreign markets by nn.tions not taring raw ma
terials. 

Despite their low-priced inferior labor, and the high percentage of labor-cost 
therefore included in their product, our to.xed ra.w materials and their free raw 
mat.erials have protected the so-called "pauper labor" of Europe against Ameri
can competition. Our increasing capacity to produce an industrial surplusage 
has been accompanied by war taxation exactly suited to prevent the sale of 
that surplusage in foreign markets. Out of our actual abundance this war taxa
tion has forged the instrument of our industrial and commercinl mutilation. 

Defeating our manufacturers in their endeavor to compete abrond with the 
manufacturers of untaxed ro.w materials, it has set them on a ferocious compe
tition at cut-throat prices in our own home market, to which they are shut up, 
and for which their producing powers are-increasingly superabundant. Long 
periods of glut and so-called overproduction have alternated with brief periods 
of renewed activity and transient prosper ity like the present. These prolonged 
war-tariff taxes, incompetent and brutal ns a scheme of revenue, futal to the 
extension of our foreign markets, and disorderly to our domestic trade, have 
in the last resort acted and reacted with most ruinous injury upon our wage-
earners. -

As the more n umerous part of our population, our wage-earners are of course 
the first, the last, and the most to be affected by injurious laws. Every Govern
ment by true statesmen \vill watchfully regard their condition and interests. 
If these are satisfactory, nothing el3e can be of very momentous importance ; but 
ou r so-called protective statesmanship has disfavored them altogether. Encum
bering with clumsy help a few thousand employers, it has trodden down the 
millions of wage-ear ners. It has for twenty-one years denied the1n. 

MOEE INCOliE FOR WAGE-EAR::\"ERS BY DROPPING WORST TAXES. 

The taxes to be first remitted are those which prevent or hinder the s::~.le of · 
our surplus products in foreign markets. Their removal will set capital in mo
tion by the promise of better returns, enlarge the steady employment and in
crease the annual income of many thousand wages-earner.:~, whose prospe rity 
will diffuse prosperity. These taxes are the duties on raw materials, and the 
most widely injurious of them is the tax upon raw wool. 

But the income of all the wage-earners in the United States can be at once 
enlarged effectively, certainly permanently, by reducing the cost to them of the 
great necessities of life. Oar war-tariff taxes increase needlessly the cost of 
clothing, si1elter, food, to every family. Every wage-earner's expense, every 
tax-payer's expense, for the clothing of himself and his family is nearly doubled, 
at least in the Northern, Middle, o.nd 'Vestern States, by taxa tion which can 
now be remitted, yet leaye the Treasury a sufficient revenue. 

The duty on raw wool procured for the Treasury last year only 85,126,108. 
The cost of woolen clothing for our 59,000,000 people wa · thereby and otherwise
enhanced many times more than 90 cent - a head, the only cost of our $51,778,-
948 revenue from sugar. Moreover, anyt<~.x on raw wool imported will always 
make domestic wool-raising a bad business, for in our dry climate some varie
ties of wool required by the manufacturer a1·e not produced . The tax prevents 
our manufacturers from competing in foreign markets with all manuf:wturers 
who can bny untaxed wool. 

The tax prevents our manufacture and export of competing woolens that re
quire the use or admixture of non-American wools, and so re tric\s the home 
demand and the growth of the home demand for domestic wool, thus making 
the export of our domestic woolens impossible, yet ilwolving the enhanced 
price of foreign and dome3tic woolens. This petty tax of $5, 1!!6,108 on raw wool 
assists in nearly doubling the actual cost of their clothing to the American peo
ple, with no re:tl and no incidental benefit to anybody except the foreign man- 
ufucturer. 

UNTAX THE CLOTHING OF SIXTY liULLIOY PEOPLE. 

I respectfully recommend to Congress that they confer upon tbe wage-earners 
of the United States the boon of untaxed cloth in~. and in order thereto. the im
mediate passage of an act simply and solely placing raw wool upon the free
list. 

Ur. McRAE. Now, Mr. Chairman, let us examine this question from 
tbefarmer's-standpoin t and see if the gentleman fi·om l\laine [Mr. DING
LEY] is correct in the theory that he has advanced when he says it is a 
benefit to them. Until within the last century little improvement was 
made in agriculture. When the United States declarerl tl1eir independ
ence they stood at the foot of the list of nations in point of agricultural 
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products ; but now they lead the world in this n.swell as almost every
thing else, and yet less than 20 per cent. of the total area. of the land has 
b een improved. 

For many centuries prior to the establishment of our Government 
t here was little or no advancement; no thought had been given to 
either t he preservation or improvement of the soil and but little im
provements had been made in farming implements. There were no 
planters, reapers, or thrashers in use then. For the latter our ances· 
tors used what Burns called the "the thrasher's waery flingin' tree." 
No care had been given to the breeding and improvement of stock. It 
is said that the average size of sheep, hogs, and C.'\ttle has more than 
doubled within the last century, and yet our greatest triumph in this 
industry in the United States is in the numerical increase, as shown by 
t he estimate of the Commissioner of Agriculture for last year which I 
n ow call attention .to: 

Number and valzte of fann animals January 1, 1888, as estimated by the 
Department of Agric1uture. 

__________________ s_oo __ ck_~------------·--------:---N_u_m __ b_er_. __ ;l. __ v __ a_lu_e_. __ 

Horses .. ... .. .............. ... ................................ ....... ....... . . 
Moles ...... ...... .. ........ ...... .. ... ....... .......... ................. . .. ... . 
1\fllch cows .... .. ....... ........ .. .. ....... .... .... ....... ... ... ... .. . ..... . 
Oxen and other cattle ..... .. ... ... .. ...... ... . .. ... ... ....... . ...... . 

• Sheep ... ... ... .. . ......... .. ..... ... .. .... .... . .... . ..... .... ............. . ... . 
S wine ... .. . ..... ... ... . ... ... ... .. . ...... .................... .. .. .. .. ......... . 

13 172 936 
2:191:7~ 

:4, S.56, 414 
3!,378,353 
43,544,755 
44,346,525 

~6,096,15-! 
174, 853,563 
366, 252, 173 
611,750, 520 

89,2i9, 926 
~0,811,033 

Quantities of certain agric1Utuml products of the United Stater~, as estimated 
by the Department of Agricltltttre, fo7' the year 1887, and far certain prod
'l.wis for 188G. 

Corn, 1887 . ..... .... ....... .. .•.. ... . .... .. ...... ... ........ . ... .... ..... ... ..... .... bushels ... 1, 456, 161,000 
Wheat, 1887 ..... . ....... .. .. ..... ... ... ....................... ..... .... ....... ..... .. ... do. .... . 456,329. 000 
Oats, 1887 ........ ... .... ... . ...... .. ... ... . .... ..... .. ... ....... .... . ......... ... ......... do ...... _ 659,618,000 
P otatoes, 1887 ..... .. ......... .... .... ... . ..... .... . ..... . .... .. .. ... ....... .... ... ..... do. ... .. 133,000,000 
Hay,1886 .. ..... ..... ... . .. ...... ....... .... . ........... . .................... ....... ... ... tons... 41,796,499 

¥!t~~~~~~~~~:~~~· .. ::·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:-::::·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·::-:-::-:·:·:·:·::·:·:·:·:·::·:·:·:·:·::·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:~;~~~::: ~:~:5 
Wool , 1887 . .... . ... . .. . ..... . ......... .......... .. . .. ... .. . ... . . . .. . .•.. . ... . ........ .... do...... 269,000,000 

~~~~~. \S:S~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ::::::::·. ::·. ~·.: ·.::: : ::: :::::::::::: ::: :: :: :: :~g : : : : :: ~:~:~ 
*About as much more in other Stntes. 

J . R. DODGE, Statistician. 

Now, let us compare the quantity of our grain products with other 
nations if we wish a clear understanding of them. Here is the show
ing: 

Under grain--

T he United States hn.ve .......... ..... ... : ...................... . 
Russia has .. ... ..... ...... ... ..... ..... ... ... .. ..... ......... .... .... . .. . 
Ge1·many has ............. ... .. .... ....... ..... ... . .................... . 
France has .... ........... ..... .. .. ...................... .... ... ......... . 

Acres. 

118,000, ()()() 
158, 000, 000 

43,000,000 
40,000,000 

Worth. 

$2, 698, 000, ()()() 
l, 5R5, 000, 000 

990, 000, 000 
840, 000, 000 

Russia, with 40,000,000 acres more of land in grain, produces but 
little more than one-ha1f as much in volume as we do. The United 
States produce about one-third of the cereals of the entire world. 
This in a large measure is due to the use of improved machinery and 
farm implements, the absence of any law of primogeniture or entail, 
and t o the fact that the farms are worked largely by the owners, who, 
while enjoying their freedom, reiy upon their own energies and do not 
l ook to the Go\ernment for aid or bounty. Of the four million farms 
in the United States in 1880, nearly three million of them were culti
vated by their owners, and while the acrenge and the number of farms 
are rapidly increasing, it is gratifying to notice thatthe average size of 
the farms has decreased from 203 acres in 1850 to 134 acres in 1880. 
Our countTy is secure as long as the lands are divided in small holdings 
and cultivated by those who own them, At this rate there is little 
danger of a m onopoly of the lands in this country. 

I call theattentionofthegentlema.n from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] 
to this fuct in answer to the statement he made a few moments ago, to 
the effect that the wealth in the South is in the hands of the few. His 
sta.tement is not correct as to any part of the South. In my own State, 
Arkansas, purely agricultural, the average size of the farms was in 1860, 
24S acres; in 1870 the average was reduced to 154; while in 1880 it 
was only 128 acres, less than what the United Stat-es gives for a home
stead. 

The above exhibit of live stock and furm products is a remarkable 
showing when taken as a whole, but more remarkable when considered 
with reference to cotton, the growth of ten Southern States. In 1784, 
or about that time, when a duty was proposed in the United States Con
gress on the imports of foreign cotton, it was declared by one of the rep· 
resentatiYes from South Carolina that the cultivation of cotton was in 
contemplation by the planters of his State and Georgia, and he thought 
if good seed could be procured i t might succeed. The cotton dealers 
and manufacturers of L iverpool thought it impossible to grow cotton in 
this country, and yet in the face of these opinions,witbin less thanone 
cen tury, these ten States ha\e learned t o grow enough for sixty mill· 

ions .of our people, and have four millions and a half bales for export, 
which is largely shipped to England. 

When we remember that this >ast incrense in the yield of the fleecy 
staple comes from the States so recently Ia.id waste by t he war of the 
rebellion it ought to be sufficient to make all of us proud alike of the 
traditions of the old South and the pluck and industry of the new. 
Many of us have but little idea of the desolation that followed peace 
in this beloved country. The impoverished condition of the South after 
the war \las a few years ago so truthfully ahd eloquently described by 
Kentucky's eloquent Representative [Mr. BRECKINRmGE] that I shall 
borrow his language in undertaking to give you some idea of it: 

The poverty of the Southern Sta.tes at the close of the wnr was appalling; the 
desolation beyond description. Every fo1·m of accumulated capital had been 
swept away, every corporate institution hopelessly bankrupt, every State deeply 
in debt. and the amount of private indebtedness beyond all hope of payment. 

A beggared people indeed wore they. Fences all gone, work·soock nearly so, 
fields in briars, many houses burnt, no money, no credit, no provisions, noim· 
plcments of industry, not even seed for harvest. The negro free; the white 
adult a paroled soldier or an aged mau, frequently a disabled and wounded 
man; and in many fumilies only widows, orphan maidens. o.nd fatherless chil
dren ; without political privileges, and with the prospect of a chaotic and harsh 
period of unsW.ble and doubtful role ; the States without recognized govern
ments, and the relations of the races, of the citizens, and of the States to the 
Federnl Government in gra'\"e dispute and doubt It was indeed o. sad and deso-
1 te picture. 

Bnt all wns not lost; far from it. God, the future, and manhood remained, 
and these contain all the possibilities of success. 

There was no alternative left to that people but a stern and resolute struggle 
for bread, and then for the recovery of political liberty. The war had legis· 
lated-it had in a new sense made one the United States; in the destiny of the 
nation was involved the de tiny of every section and all citizens; one country, 
one fia~. one de tiny was'the fiat of this tribonnl, and the future of the South 
was in<lissolubly interwoven with thn.t of the Union. 

In that Union, under that Government, however modified by the even ts of 
those years, must these Southern States work out their restorntion. Within 
the limitations imposed by that Government, and by their actual condition, 
must they make their recovery. Without repining, wit,h no unmanly cringing, 
no pretense of repentance or remorse--ay, proud of their dead comrades and 
conscious of their own rectitude and heroism, they turned their faces to the fut
ure, put their trust anew in God, and went to work. 

It was a pathetic but glorious spectacle. that conquered and beggared people, 
amid the ruins of their States and the destruction of their hopes, surrounded by 
the gra'\"eS of their beloved slain, and in the depths of poverty, intensely at 
work for daily bread, o.nd resolutely set on doing the best po siblo under the 
circumstances encompassing them. The privation , the suffering, the toil of 
tho e slow, sad, harsh ye::us when ''the bottom rail wo.s on top," and the wholo 
wol"ld seemed to hn.ve turned from them, need not now bo recalled. Let them 
pas into history. 

And notwithstanding this condition, which was at the time known 
to aU, taxation from that day to this has continued to fasten its fangs 
close1· n.ud tighter on this people. If I will be allowed to quote the 
language of one of our poets I would say of the tariff as applied to the 
South that-

It seats itself upon the sepulchre, 
And of the triumphs of its ghastly foe 
l\Iakes its own nourishment. 

Coming back, Mr. Chairman, to the £.'tcts and figures, \le will find 
much food for reflection if they are considered in the light of the further 
fact that there is no prospect that the Old World will either be able to 
extend her territory or improve to any considerable extent the fertility 
of her soil. Her population is increasing more mpidly than it has for 
centmies past. She imports about one-third of her food producta at 
present, and this will continue to increase as the population does. She 
looks to this rountry for supplies. Through our wise homestead law 
our GoYernment is increasing our ability to grow and furnish the prod
ucts by the improvement of about 10,000,000 acres of land per annum. 
'Vith our vast 1.mdeveloped territory and our excellent land system, 
under a free form of government, the farmers of Ameri~'"l. will be able 
to meet any draft that is likely to be drawn upon them for meat and 
bread at any time within the next century if they are dealt fairly with · 
in the matter of taxation. 

But, :Mr. Chairman, in the face of the enormous increase in the 
quantity of the productions of our farms, it appears from the census re
ports that the rate of increase in value from 1870 to 1880 was less than 
10 per cent. , while the important manufacturing States for the same 
time increased their wealth nearly 200 per cent. The planters in 1860 
owned one· half the wealth of the country. They owned in 1880 only 
one-fourth, and yet the total wealth has nearly doubled in this time. 
This is not ~ the result of misfortune, accident, drought, or want of 
economy or industry on the part of the people, because I have shown 
that they have produced the quantity of products. 

The half not invested in farms was increased more than twenty 
billions in Yalue, while the half owned by farmers only increased four 
billions. Those not engaged in farming made $5, where those who 
were made 1, as shown by their investment. As 75 per cent. of all ex
ports from . the United States are agricultural products, we can safely 
assume that the profits of the faTmers were made off of those to whom 
they sold the exports, people of foreign countries, and represented so 
much moneybroughtintothecountry. Not so with themanufacturer. 
Under the present policy of the Go\ernment he manufactm·ed for home 
consumption. The consumers of America bonght American goods be
cause they could get no others as a rule. 

T11e manufacturer has become rich, while the consnme:r, if a fnrmcr, 
has barely saved what hest:lrted with. Does anyone find any difficulty 
in telling whose money made the manufacturer rich ? I t does not 
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satisfy the farme:r to tell him that the money was kent in our own 
country when he sees that his reasonable profits have by some sort of 
legerdemain been lost to him and pocketed by others. The policy of 
protection has the effect of centralizing the wealth of the country in the 
hands of the favored few, while it impoverishes the great body of the 
producers, and makes them dissatisfied. It encourages waste and ex
tra,agance on the part of those who are made rich, and has a bad effect 
upon the people generally. 

I am not one of those who would make Congresa and the Legis
lature responsible for all the evils that befall man; neither do I think 
legislation the remedy for many of the troubles of the present times. 
I believe that there is such a thing as too much legislation. I some
times think that we have too many lilWS and are too much governed. 
:But when, as in this case, if I am correct, the trouble is caused by an 
existing law, the orlly remedy is either to modify it or repeal it. That 
freedom of trade necessary to enable the farmer to get full value for 
his products is at present too much restricted. We must " turn from 
this constant introspection to the nat.ions of the earth; down with the 
walls, out to the sea'' if we expect to grow and become a rich and pros
perous people. 

1\fr. Turner, of Kentucky, in the Forty-seventh Congress, gave a very 
graphic portrayal of the unreasonable details of the tariff as illustrated 
in the every-day experience of the farmer. I quote the following from 
his speech : 

Here is a statement showing a few of the burdens of the farmer: Under this 
tariff he rises in the morning, puts on his common flannel shirb taxed 95 per 
cent.; his coat taxed 57 p er cent.; shoes taxed 35 per cent.; and hat taxed gz 
per cent. ; takes the water from a bucket taxed 35 per cent., and washes his face 
and hands in l\ tin bowl taxed 3S per cent.; dries them on a cheap cotton towel 
taxed 45 per cent. 

He sits down tohishumblemealand eats from a plate taxed 50 percent., with 
knife and fork taxed 35 per cent.; drinks his coffee with sugar taxed 68 per cent., 
seasons his food with salt ta:xed69 percent., p{lpper taxed 61 per cent. He looks 
nround on his wife and children, all taxed in the same way; takes a chew of 
tobacco taxed 199 per cent., or lights a cigar taxed 118 per cent. And, sir, even 
the sunlight from heaven that pours into his humble dwelling must come 
through window-glass taxed 5!> per cent. ; and yet he thinks he lives in the freest 
government under heaven. 

Then he starts to work, puts a bridle taxed 35 pe!." cent. on his horse, and takes 
his horse that has been shod-the nails used in shoeing being taxed 59 per cent., 
driven by a hammer taxed 20 per cent.-:md hitches him to a plow taxed 45 per 
cent., with chains taxed 58 per cent.; and after the day's labor is closed and his 
famil y are all gathered around he reads a chapter from his Bible taxed 25 per 
cent., and kneels to God on an humble carpet taxed 51 per cent.; and then he 
rests his weary limbs on a sheet taxed 45 per cent., and covers himself with a 
blanket that bas paid 104 per cent. 

Nor dotbesegraspingmanufacturersstophere, but even the broom with which 
his good wife sweeps the floor is taxed 35 per cent., and the cooking vessels 
nsed in preparing her husband'sfrugal meal are taxed 42 per cent., and the soda 
nsed to lighten his bread taxed 59 per cent. She sits down to her sewing with 
a needle taxed 25 per cent. and a spool of thread taxed .74 per cent., to make a 
calico dress taxed 58 per cent. ; or if she wishes to knit warm socks, to protect 
her husband and children from the bitter cold, she uses yarn taxed 120 per cent.; 
nnd thus d:l.ily and hourly must the hard earnings of the ln.borer go to satisfy 
the manufacturer and add to his ill-gotten wealth. 

In this country a protective tariff means the fostering, by indirect 
bounties, of mines and manufacturers, and no one else. The con
sumers who must suffer for this are agriculturists, mechanics, business 
men, and professional people, who constitute about nine-tenths of our 
population. The f.'lrmers and farm laborers are the prindpal sufferers. 
And yet, when their representatives on this floor speak for them, they 
nre told, by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] in effect, 
that farmers have no rights here and no business enterprise, because 
they have no manufacturing industries. They tell us that we must 
diversify and stop producing so much. 

If the farmers reduce their crops, then to that extent exportation is 
decreased. Is that what we desire as a nation? Certainly not. The 
remedy is not in the direction of less work and smaller crops, but in 
legislation that will give them the right to sell what they raise. where 
they can get the best price, and to purchase what they want and need 
for the least money, subject to the right of the Government to lay a 
just and equaJ tax for the ~xpenses of Go.-ernment. 

We ha.-e beard a great deal in this debate about a home market fo1· 
the farmer. My friend from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] on yesterday,ery 
effectually punctured this humbug that the protectionists attempt to 
palm off on the farmer, but as further illustrating the absurdity of it 
I make the following quota.tion from Col. Donn Piatt : 

OVEllPRODUCTIO:Q" MEA..~ ~""DERCO:Q"SUMPTION. 

If for overproduction we read underconsumption we shall be nearer the- fact. 
Howe>er, for half a century we have been waiting for two things; one is the time 
when the infant industries will come of age and be able to stand alone; the other 
for thn.t home market. \Ve are no nearer ei~her than when we began. 

TilE SWALLOW OF A HOME MARKET. 

Way back in 18!8 the writer of this was driven too. little calculation, since 
widely used, but which is ludicrously unanswerable. A home market means, 
of'course, aconsumptionofwhatthefurmerand planter have to sell. Very good. 
Now take from the census the class really protected. From this exclude farm
ers, merchants, mechanics, laborers, other than of mines and manufactures,and 
~rofcssional people-for they are not protected, nor are they dependent dir~ctly 
or indirectly on mines or manufactures. 

Come down strictly to the people in whose behalf the Government interferes. 
~(;-;v elect fi,·e leading States from the North and South and put to paper their 
surplus. It will be founu that for the protected class to consume that surplns 
each man, woman, anu child will have to eat each day twenty barrels of flour, 
masticate tllree hundred bushels of corn, get down twenty hogs, ten beef cat
tle, chew a llogshead of t-ob!V'...co, aud wear forty suits of woolen and cotton 
goods. The swallowing capacity o f a protectionist is vast, but I hardly think 
it would accomplish tllie . 

. . 

Now, :Mr. Chairman, this shows, although inn. ludicrous manner, the 
absurdity of the claim that is made by our friends on the other side of 
this Chamber, that we now have or can ever have a home market suf
ficient for the sale of our farm products. It will never be unless we 
take about one-third of our young farmers and organize a large stand
ing army, who will have nothing to do except to consume our surplus 
products. Such a proposition would hardly get a single vote in this 
Honse. The ta.riff does give the farmer a market in w bich to buy his 
manufactured ~oods at prices made artificially high by reason of it, 
and in giving even this it restricts him to it. That is all there is in 
it. The farmer wants no such market, and wants to be protected 
against such protection. 

On another occasion Colonel Piatt in a more serious manner showed 
that while the tariff did not and could not help but really injured the 
farmer, it left him to compete with the lol\""est paid and worst form of 
la):>or. Here is what he said: 

BUYING UNDER PROTECTION A..t'iD SELLING UNDER FREE TRADE. 

You see we sell under free trade, and are left to the mercy of the worst form 
of pauper labor. 

'Vhat is our condition when we come to purchase? Why, we are met with 
protection. All that we buy, from a horseshoe to a mower, all that we wear, 
all that we build for shelter, nll that we use over and above our products, from. 
the cradle we are rocked in to the coffin we rot in-the clothes we wear, the 
shingle that shuts off the storm, the glass we look through, the blanket we sleep 
under, to the tombstone that 1·ecords our suppo:sed virtues, are augmented in 
price to double their yalue, so that we sell under free trade and buy under pro-
tection. · 

Now, do you wonder that we work at a disadvantage? If protection is such a. 
good thing, we want it; if free trade is such an evil, we don't want it; and yet 
we ha.ve the one and not the other; we get what we don't want and are denied 
wlw.t we do want, and it is the most-barefaced, impudent swindle ever perpe
trated on an intelligent people. There is precisely where insult is heaped on 
njury. We are considered so ignorant and stupid tbnt we may be plundered 
with impunity. [A voice. They'll slip up on that.] I hope so. [A voice. How 
about wool, colonel?] Let me tell you. They pretend to protect us on wool. 
\VelJ, we have lost more on Ollr protected shears than weevermadeonourpro
tected wool. If the Government will give us free lumber, free s::llt, cease its pro
tection to the barbed-wire monopoly, and see that I am charged a. reasonable 
rate for transportation on these public highways, called railroads, I will under
take to undersel~ at a profit any wool grown in any other part of the earth than 
that of these Umted States. [Applause.l 

'Vhat happens to us in Europe"! At Liverpool our wheat comes in competi
tion with the wheat of the Baltic, where the h~borer works at $J8 a year and o. 
goat-skin coat; with the wheat of Egypt, that is to-day the house of bondage, 
having slavery in its worst form; with the wheat of India, where labor is in o.s 
bad a condition; and worse yet., of Australia, where the shipper takes manu
factured articles back home in payment-an exchange denied us by law. 

And, Ur. Chairman, what he said about wheat may be said as to 
cotton and live-stock, and these are the principal items of exports from 
our farms. In fact, they constitute the great bulk of our exports. Our 
exports of manufactured cotton goods, with high tariff, and our own 
cotton was less in 1880 than in 18GO. 

WAGES. 

Another fraudulen~ pretense by which the votes of some laboring 
men ha.ve been secured to the Republican party is the claim that a 
high tariff makes high wages, when in fact there is absolutely no con
nection between the tariff and the price of labor. Wages are subject to 
the law of supply ancl demand; but, if they were not, and protection 
did increase them, it would only benefit the few who are engaged in 
mining and manufacturing, and not the farm hands and mechanics of 
the South and West. 

I think the chairman of the Committ-ee on Ways and :Means and my 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. ScoTT] have demonstrated veryc1early 
that i~ does not and can not in any way affect wages. !.quote the fol
lowing from 1\Ir. MILLS on this point: 

It is said a high tariff makes high wages for labor. It is said if we reduce the 
tariff wages must be reduced. How is it high tariff makes high wages for labor? 
How can it be explained? 'Vhy, they say, as a matter of course, if you increa e 
the value of the domestic product, the manufadru·er is able to pay higher 
wages. Unquestionably he is, but does he do it? No. 1\Ir. Jay Gould, with his 
immen e income from his railroad property, is able to pay his bootblack ~00 a 
day, but does he do it? Oh, no; he pays the market price of the street. He 
gets his boots blacked and pays his nickel like a little man. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Vanderbilt, from the income arising from the interest on the immense 
amount of bonds of the Federal Government he has got, can afford to pay his 
ho tier SLO,OOO a year. He is able to do it; his bonds enable hlm to do U, but 
does be do it? Oh, no; he go s out into tlle market and employs his labor at 
the market value, and pays the same price that the humblest citizen in New 
York does. 

lligh t!u-iff does not regulate wages. Wages are regulated by demand and 
supply and the capacity of the laborer to do the work for which he is employed. 
If high tarifl" regulated wages, how is it the wages in the different States of the 
Union are different while the tariff is all the same from Maine to California? 
In every part of the terti tory of the United States the tariff" is the same. How 
is it the wages are not the same? llow is it that wages in tlle different localities in 
the different States are tlifferent? What is the cause? What is it which dis
tut"bs the t-ariff o.nd prevents it from fixing a high rate of wages all ove1· the coun
try for labor? 

My able, eloquent, and genial friend from New York [Mr. Cox], in 
a speech in 18 -!, pro>ed by official figures from the census of 1880 that 
the a>emge l\""!lges paid by the manufacturing industries were only 
$1.16 a day for three hundred days in the year, while the average 
profits of the manufacturer were 36 per cent. of the capital. He also 
proYed, what is still true, that by reason of the tariff the purchasing 
power of wage'> was reduced 40 per cent. 

Our Republican friends must presume a great deal on the credulity 

I 
of tbe farmers of this conn try when they ask them to accept as true the 
declarations made here that protection cheapens the price of manufact-



.-

4268 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. MAY 16, 

ured goods and at the same time furnishes a ready market for and in- in fatming there has on an average a capital of 3,G37, and the labor 
creases the price of farm products. The farmer at once asks what man- of each person so employed with the said sums invested realizes an
ncr of man can the manufacturer be that he wants to maintain a sys- nually $431. 
tern that reduces the price of what be manufactures for sale and in- Each person engaged in manufacturing in that State bas a capital of 
creases the cost of products he must buy. .At the same time they tell :61,250 invested and realizes $719. The Pennsylvania farmer works all 
the laborers that it enables them t<> get higher wages. So, in short the year with an investment of $3,637 for $431. The manufacturer, 
they ask us to believe that protection gives the farmer a ready market with a capit:tl of only $1,250, realizes $i19. With about one-t4ird ot 
and high prices for what he grows,· the consumer of manufactured goods the money he makes twice the profits. .AJ3 our State is strictly agri
a cheap market for all ha wants, and the laborer th3 highest wages cultural our people get about the same results. There is nothing in 
for his work. It would appear from this that protection is a very good the system except loss to the farmer, locate him where you may. 
thing for everybody except the manufacturer, and yet he is tile only Kow, in conclusion, I wish to say this question is in the politics of 
one who wants protection. "Oh! what fools we mortals are." this country to stay until a reduction is made. There is no possible 

Mr. Chairman, I want some protectionist who asserts that protection way to suppress it. The cry of English free trade, Confederate con
increases wages to tell me now and here why it is that the railroads of the stitution, Cobden Club, will avail nothing. We have reached a point 
country, with no protection, can and do pay on an average higher wages in our history when the fomenting of sectional strife will not win party 
than the protected industries? The gentleman from Pennsylvania I victories. .About two-thirds of the voters now in the Southern States, 

· [Ur. ScoTT] produced receipts to show that laborers in the Edgar n<> well a.<> elsewhere, had nothing to do with the late war and take but 
Thomson steel works in that State received less than others by the little notice of references to it. · 
side of these works with no protection. Of course the tariff on iron As a representative in part ofthatelementaml a native ofthe South, I 
and steel is the same all over the United States and yet the census will say in this connection to those of our Repnblie{ln friends who 
shows that the wages in this industry to skilled labor ranged from ha"e so frequently applied the epithet "rebels" to our people, that it 
$1.25 to $4 per day, and that the grea.test advancement was made in bas no terror for them. They are proud of the South and its history, 
the sections where the highest wages were paid. but are prouder still of our common country, and are interested in mak-

I want some one who is clamoring ior protection to our labor against ing it all that our fathers intended it should be. That people who, like 
theso-called "pauper labor" of Europe to explain totbe country why yourselves, were born of rebellion and draw their blood and date their 
it is that our imports are principally from Great Britain, where the wages birth from the rebel sires of '76, are not ashamed to be calletl rebels. 
are much higher than auyof the other European countries? \Ve import It is the nature of Americans to rebel again<>t wrong, and I would re
nearly$200, 000,000 worth of goods from England and less than one-tenth mind our protection friends that our first great rebellion was against 
of that much from Austria, where labor is much cheaper. We need unjust taxes. 
have no fear of the cheap labor. It is the independent, well-paid The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman's time has expired. 
labor that we must compete with. l'llr. RYAN. 2\Ir. Chairman, I approach the discussion of the question 

If protection is necessary to manufacturing industries, how can Eng- before the House with reluctance and diffidence. The debate has already 
land without it export more of manufactured goods than all the bal- been so protracted as to weary the House and, perhaps, also the coun
ance of the Old World with it? Until these questions are answered I try. There is no possible phase of the subject which bas not been pre
shall not admit that the pa sage of the pending bill will do anything sented much better than it is possible for me to present it. Yet, as a 
more than to destroy the monopolies and trusts that have come as the memb~r of this body, representing a large and intere ted constituency, 
natural outgrowth of protection and a restricted trade. To break these it is meet that I give expression to the reasons which move me to op
is what I want, above everything else. This bill will injure no indus- poEe the pending measure. 
try that naturally and properly belongs with us, and we want no fos- The people must pay the expense of operating the Government and 
terlings. all the national obligations. For these purposes they are necessarily 

Frequent reference has been made in this debate to what has been· subjected to taxation. To this no good citizen objects. Good citizens, 
called the free-trade act of1846, and it has been made to serve both sides. however, disagree as to methods of imposing that tax. 
Democrats ha\e ascribed the greatest prosperity to it; Repnblic:ms The policy of the Government from the beginning bas been to raise 
have reversed the inference and charged depression to this and all other the needed revenues by indirect rather than by direct taxation. Both 
period:; under low tariff. It will be remembered that England re- are admittedly authorized by the Constitution. We have always, and 
pealed the corn laws that same year. Now let us see how om· com- often almost exclusively, employed the indirect system; that is, to raise 
merce increased. our revenue chiefly by levying duties upon foreign merchandise. The 

Our exports of pork, ~our, and corn, to say nothing of cotton, were importer of such merchandise is required to pay such duties at the ens
increased about $30,000,000 worth, and immediately the prices here tom-house. Such duties so collected go into the Treasury to meet the 
were almost doubled. The English statistics show that in 1846 there current expenses of the Government and pay our national obligations. 
were consumed there per capita only about forty pounds of flour, and Whatever of this burden is borne by the citizen is voluntarily borne. 
that in 1884, the last year that I have been able to get statistics for, He is at liberty to buy or not to buy any part of such foreign goods. 
this had increased to nearly 200 pounds. In the same time the con- If he does he will bear the burden in whole or in part of the duty paid 
sumption of other food products that we send her has increased about upon the article he purchases. Such may be the home competition, 
in the same proportion. This shows what trade between nations does. however, that the burden in whole or in part falls upon the foreign pro
Why should we be afraid to trade with any nation? In point of pbys- ducer and not upon the consumer. To that extent, whatever it may 
ical strength and material greatness we lead them all. be, the foreign producer is made to share our public burdeh in return 

But least of all should we turn from Old England, from whose peo- for access to our markets. 
ple we draw our blood and whose language we~ speak. Linked to her Duties may be levied, first, for revenue merely; second, for revenue 
by a submarine cable, we ~hould cultivate the most intimate comruer- with incidental protection; third, for revenue and protection. 
cial relations. She wants our products and is bound to have some of For revenue merely is to levy them on such foreign products us are 
them, but will take much more if we will take pay in trade. Thereis not produced in thls country at all. 
no farmer who does not understand how much easier it is to sell his little The theory of the advocates of this plan is that a duty levied on such 
produce to his merchant if he will"take it in trade" than to sell for foreign products as are produced here operates to raise the price of the 
cash. The principle applies to nations as well as individuals. home product by the amount of the duty on the foreign product, and 

Mr. Chairman, it was alto~ether unnecessary for the gentleman from that such increase upon the home product goes into the pockets of the 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] to trouble himself to show b.Y c;omparison manufacturer; but when levied upon such foreign goods as are not pro- ' 
and boast of the ·difference in the wealth of his own grand State and the I duced here at all, though the cost of the article is increased by the 
poor but proud Southern States. He might have accepted that as ad- amount of the tax, still the whole of such increased cost paid by the 
mitted by this side of the House. The important and paramount ques- consumer goes into the Treasury. 
tion with us is how it happens to be so.. He says the protective tarifl:' If levied for revenue with incidental protection a uniform ad valorem 
made Pennsylvania rich. We say that protection has kept the South duty may be imposed upon all imports sufficient·to raise the needed 
poor. Because it makes one class in one section rich and another claES amount of revenue, say 20 per cent., and if this shall operate to aid 
in another section poor is why we oppose it.. We know that our peo- the development of any home industry, such result is merely incidental, 
ple are as industrious and as economical as the people of Pennsylvania, and no part of the purpose for which such duty was levied. 
our soil is as fertile. • If levied with a view to protection, the duty is imposed upon foreign 

While we do not ask any aid or bounty, we do ask justice and fair products sufficient to yield the needed amount of revenue, but is laid 
treatment in the matter of taxation. Give us this, and as far as .Ar- upon such foreign goods as are produced at home and with the purpose 
kansas is concerned she will challenge Pennsylvania to a nobler rivalry of placing our own producers upon a plane of equal competition with 
in the contest for future glory. Pass this bill and commence the race foreign producers in our own markets. 
on equal terms. Give Arkansas those "unfettered bands" of which The advocates of the measure before the House, while declaring tba.t 
the gentleman from Iichigan [Mr. BURROWS] spoke so eloquently, it does not seriously impair the protective system, almost without ex
and she will indeed ''march to grander industrial triumphs.' ' Since the ception denounce protection as the sum of all villainies, and maintain 
gentleman has made this unjust comparison, I will make a compru:ison with great zeal and energy that the highest possible good can only be 
of the condition of the farmers, and the manufacturers of Pennsylvania, secured to the people by unrestricted commerce with our sister na
~d see what protection doesforherown people. Each person engaged tions. 
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We are to conclude, therefore, that the bill approximates that policy 

ns nearly as its authors and ad vacates found it to be practicable. · 
If the measure here and there preserves the protective principle, we 

may reasonably infer that it is a necessary concession to secure the 
votes of gentlemen who can not safely ignore the industrial interests 
in their districts. Such are dangerous nurses to be intrusted with in
fant i ud ustries even of their own districts. They are the enemies of pl·o
tection, but their political life depends upon the concessions referred to. 

The zeal, vigor, enthusiasm, ability, sophistry, and eloquence with 
which all of them assail protection, and the warmth with which thev 
advocate unrestricted trade with all the nations of the earth, make ft 
clear that their ultimate object is free trade. 

Free trade repeals all customs laws, closes all custom-houses, and 
opens our ports to the same freedom of commercial intercourse as now 
exists among the several States. This means direct taxation to raise 
the revenues now derived from custom duties. This revenue must 
then come from taxes levied similar to the method of State taxation 
for State, municipal, school, and other purposes. About one-fourth 
would be borne by personal property, and the other three-fourths by 
real -property. The farms and farmers would carry the load. Added 
to the local taxation the Federal burden would .be crushing. The peo
ple would not submit to it. The farmers could not endure the oppres
sion. 

nut the pending measure, subject to such necessary concessions as I 
have already referr~d to, is presumably framed with reference to reve-
nue exclusively. 1 

Just who the author of it is does not seem to be of much moment. 
For the present it is anonymous. It is the pet, though not born of the 
White House. It is not just the creature the President was yearning 
for in his message. It is too much of a cross with hated breeds for that; 
yet it is sent forth as the fetich of the power that reigns at the other 
end of the avenue. It is to be "~onored and obeyed " until one of the 
full blood shall take its place. "Let it be enthroned" is the "fiat" 
from the reigning dynasty. 

You gentlemen on the other side who do not heed, beware! 1\Iy 
friend from Pennsylvania [1\Ir. RANDALL] refuses allegiance, and is 
pursued with the envenomed fury of offended royalty. ''Down with the 
traitor" comes from the imperial master; "Down with the traitor" 
echo the organs; and, in the name of civil-service teform, a thousand 
paid emissaries hunt through the hills and valleys of the old Keystone 
State, panting for his scalp in their eagerness to hang it upon their 
master's belt to prove their devotion. [Applause.] 

And there is my other friend from Pennsylvania.· [1\Ir. SowDEN]. 
Oh, rebellious SoWDEN, the Allentown building has gone the way of 
the disloyal. Look well, my friend; look well to your fortress. Hear 
you not the organ! Listen: 

The Democratic party has now reached a point where it can not afford to 
tolerate infidelity to the Democratic creed. And least of all things can it afford 
to have the Democratic Administration feeding at the public crib men who work 
in the Yineyard of the enemy. 

President Cleveland's tariff message is his platform for the Presidential cam
paign. He is responsible for the fact that loyalty to him and his party is incon
sistent with a. refusal of loyal support to the pending btll. 

And again the organ: 
Monte Cristo Cleveland after th1 Sowden-.Allentown yeto. "one." 
The others are quite handy, Mr. President-all within easy striking distance

McADoo, FoRAN, and all their jolly fellowship. Strike again, 1\Ir. President, 
and strike hard. Mc.Anoo will make a beautiful No.2. 

The whole royal pack are to be turned loose upon the gallant young 
statesman from New Jersey. Behold his imperial highness as he points 
the gentlemen from New Jersey to the alternatives: "There is my 
service; there is the guillotine . . Take your choice." [Applause.] 
May the good Lord shield my young friend. 

Was there ever such another petty tyranny? Were ever the powers 
of the Executive before prostituted to such base purposes? Was ever 
official patronage so penerted? But pardon the digression. 

The revenues for the next fiscal yeM can be approximately but not 
accurately estimated. When our people are prosperous they consume 
more of foreign products; this increases importations and augments 
the revenues. When there is a general depression among our people 
they buy less of foreign products; this decreases importations and di
minishes the revenues. Hence the revenues will be greater or Jess 
according to the degree of prosperity among the people. 

It is, however, estimated that the revenues during the next year will 
exceed the expenditures<1bout $80,000,000. Let it be borne in mind, 
however, that this estimate contemplates no increase of expenditure 
for the construction of a navy, no increase of expenditure for coast de
fense. It is well known that a. foreign foe could now put our great 
seacoast cities under tribute in twelve hours and compel them to 
hand over to the enemy more money than any foreign war is likely to 
cost. That estimate does not contemplate any increase in the expend
itures for the relief of the country's defenders. 

Justice should be done to the men who periled all on the country's 
battle-fields, and thereby made it possible for the stars and stripes to 
float over the Capitol. But for them the same flag would long since 
have been buried in the ruins of the Republic. Even under the present 
inadequate pension laws the roll is getting larger year by year. For 

/ 

the current year we have been called upon to supply a deficiency of 
three and one-half millions of dollars. 

Robbed of bounties you pledged them by law-robbed by gross mis
interpretation of law-they ask for reparation. They ask the equaliza
tion of the bounties, a measure absolutely just. 

I have, Congress after Congress, introduced such a measure, but it 
has never found its way back from the committee room. 

I have as often introduced a bill to remove the limitation from the 
arrears act, and although the committee has at least in two recent 
-Congresses and again this session reported the bill back, recommending 
its passage, the .fiat as often went forth that it must die on the Cal
endar. 

Twenty thousand brave men, many of whom fought on nearly every 
battle-field of the W?-r, have been overtaken by physical and .financial 
misfortunes, some of whom have been obliged to drag their suffering 
bodies over the hill to the poor-house; others lie suffering in the arms 
ofprivate charity. 

We passed last Congress a bill for their relief. A veto struck it down 
aud hideously illustrated a nation's ingratitude. 

Another one is now on the Calendar, offering, not justice, no, but a 
mean, ungrateful, and niggardly relief. Will yon pass it? We shall 
see. 

Beyond all this the time ought to be near at hand when we should 
provide a general service-pension law. 

And still another thing: 
Is it proposed to keep the American people forever un~er the yoke 

of the bondholder? 
In 1891, only three years hence, $230:000,000 of bonds bearing 4! 

per cent. interest will be payable. Do you propose to extend them for 
another series of years, and continue ~o filch labor to pay coupons? 

Only a few years thereafter $730,000,000 of 4 pe_! cent. bonds will 
mature. Is it to be the J.>Olicy of the Government to put them in 
process of extinguishment, or shall we extend them indefinitely that 
the slavery of labor to the bondholder may be interminable. 

The national banks, it is true, may -perpetuate their circulation by 
such indefinite extension of the 4~ per cent. bonds payable three years 
hence, but national-bank circulation is by no means a. public neces
sity. We can ea-sily replace it by the substitution · of greenbacks or 
coin certificates. 

What will be the surplus if these great objects are properly provided 
for? How much can you reduce the revenues if you contemplate just 
provision for them? Are they not all worthy of patriotic considera
tion? 

Sir, I am utterly opposed to any such s~etping reduction of the rev
enues as ignores all these important measures. I am unwilling to so 
wreck the finances of the Government as to make it impossible to dis
charge that highest of all na.tional obligations-those, legal and equit
able, due to the survivors of the war for the Union; and yet that is 
exactly the effect of t4e President's policy. 

Who is here protesting that our Federal taxation is oppressive? Is 
labor here on bended knees asking for this legislation? No; it is pro
testing against it. Do the manuiacturers want it? No; under the in
fluence of its menace they see their business languishing. Do the far
mers want it? No; they see in it inevitable destruction to a market 
that has taken up more than nine-tenths of their surplus products. 
Who does want it? England. Who else? The importers and jobbers. 
Who else? Wall street., the bondholders, and the national banks. Who 
else? Those who would degrade American labor, pauptrizeitanddri\e 
its children from the school-house to the mine and the workshop, and 
make this, like Engla.nd, a government of classe . Who else? Politi
cians in search of a slogan to meet a party exigency. [A pplanse.] 

But the President tells us that the accumulated surplus in the Treas
ury at the end of this fiscal year will reach the sum of $140,000,000; 
of which sum about $30,000,000 is the surplus of the last .fisc.:'\1 year. 

To suffer that to continue is fatal to all the business interests of the 
country. Such increasing smplus must sooner or later paralyze all 
sources o.f employment, drh·e labor from the workshops to the streets, 
shrink values, transfer the property of the poor into the hands of the 
rich, and wreck the nation in a uniwrsal panic. 

Yet this is the feast which the President has been deliberately pre
paring for the American people. He deliberately refused to pay out 
the surplus in the purchase of our bonded obligations, though Congress 
had provided by law (the act of 1881) ample authority for that purpose. 
He chose rather to lock it up and withhold it from the channels of 
business and thereby push the country to the verge of bankruptcy, 
that the people might be forced to accept escape from impending ruin 
by this policy of destruction of the protective system, under which we -
have in a quarter of a century passed every nation on earth in indus
trial growth and in national and individual prosperity. 

Such a daring assault upon the public welfare the President seemed 
to realize must be made to appear unavoidable. Absence of lawful 
authority alone could justify him. Hence he tells us that he doubted 
the sufficiency of the law, because it was in a general appropriation act. 
The pretext was frivolous. 

In all the discussion of the subject in both Houses no lawyer was 
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fQund to express such a don bt. All knew there was no room for doubt. 
If his position was tenable there is no limitation to the arrears-of-pen
sion law; there is no law authorizing the organization of the consular 
and diplomatic service; there is no law authorizing the organization of 
the Treasury Department; there is no law authorizing the mails to be 
carried by the railways; there is no law authorizing unexpended appro
pria.tions to be co>ered into the Treasury; there is no law authorizing 
2-cent postage; there is no law authorizing 1-ounce letters to be car
ried for 2 cents; there is no law authorizing the Interior Department 
to contract for Indian supplies; there is no law :fixing the strength 
of the Army at 25,000 ; there is no law :fixingthestrength ofthe Navy 
at 8,250; there is no law to prohibit payment to land-grant railroads of 
more than 50 per cent. of their earnings from the Government; there 
is no law for the classi:fica · of mail matter and payment of postmas
ters; there is no law for the ·~istence of the Geological Suney; there 
is no law for a commissiotil, o supervise the selection of juries in the 
United States courts; there is no law to limit authority to expedite the 
mail service to prevent · ·repetition of Star route swindles; and, finally, 
there is no law authorizing the salary of the President at $50,000 per 
annum. (Applause.] All these provisions of law are to be found in 
general appropriation acts. 

It will be difficult to recall a more groundless or illogical pretext for 
so audacious a violation of public duty. But the emergency is upon 
us. It will not stay the conflagration to discuss whether or not it was 
the act of an incendiary. It is the duty of patriotism to avert im
pending dangers. There must besomething donetostopthisho:uding 
in the Treasury of the very life-blood of business. There is to be le ft 
but one pradicabltr method of relief, and that is by a reduction of rev
enue. How shall that be done? Shall we take it chiefly off internal 
taxes, or shall it be taken chiefly off foreign importations in such a way 
as to seriously imJ!air our manufactures, reduce American wages, and 
prejudice agriculture? 

Such is the alternative. For myself, t find no difficulty in deter
mining where my duty lies. With such an alternative, let the reduction 
come chiefly from internal taxation. This will afford direct relief alike 
to agriculture and to manttfactnres, but chiefly to agriculture. Con
sumers will realize the full benefit of such a reduction. But it is said 
the tariff needs 'revision. So it does; doubtless a careful and proper re
vision of the tariff would do good. It is likely on some articles it 
should be lowered and on others raiseq to bring them upon ·a plane of 
equal competition with the foreign products in our own markets. 

But a revision by the a•owed enemies of protection, a revision that 
surrenders our markets to the products of the ill-paid labor of Europe, 
a re>ision that wipes out as with a sponge the only ample and stable 
markets for our agriculture, a revision that drives the products of our 
own labor from our own markets, a revision that closes the workshops 
of our own country, a revision that degrades our own labor to 'the pau
perized condition of European labor, a revision that would dri>e all our 
people to the soil for a living to glut Englan<;l with our agricultural 
products at starvation prices, to enable her to feed her labor cheap that 
she may pay it e>en less than now- such a revision should be thwarted 
ifpossible. [Applause.] 

We have the capital, the inventive genius, the improved machinery, 
the skilled artisans, and the enterprise to successfully compete with 
any nation on earth if you will but give us protection equal to the dif
ference of the cost of labor in our pwn country and the cost of Euro
pean labor. Upon that bn.sis I stand for a revision of the tariff, and if 
gentlemen on the other side who are in control here would agree to 
such a revision they would :find this side of the House eagerly assisting 
them. But that is the very thing they do not want. The laboring 
man and the farmer are blandly assured by these revenue reformers 
that the protective system is grinding them into dust, and that the 
'' 1·evenue exclusively" panacea will remove all the ills they now suffer 
and lift them up to a higher plane of prosperity and happiness. 

Do not flatter yourselves that-farmers are fools or the wagemen igno
rant. 

Here is a list of prices paid here and in England, for which I am in
?ebted to Mr. BUTTERWORTH, who had it compiled from reliable sources: 

,· 

~~:!c~iii·::::.·.·.·::::::.~·:::::·::::::::.·:.:::::·::::::::::: :::::::::::: 
Clock-makers ..................................................... . 
Cabinet-makers .. . ........ ........................ .......... ..... . 
Farmhands ...... ........................................... ..... .. . 
Glass-blowers .. ......... ... ..... .... ..... ..... ....... .... ......... . 

l~f;§T~h.~~-:~:_:\.D2./.:·:::·::~:H: 
Iron-ore miners .................................................. . 
Iron molders ..... ... .... ........................ .... ............... . 
Iron, per ton (finished) ........ ... . .. .................... .. _ .. . 
Heaters and rollers ............................................. . 
Instrument~makers .................. ....... ..... ... .... .... ... . 
Laborers ..... ........... ......... ..... ..... ... ... ...... .. .... ........ . 
Long~horemen .... ..... .... .. .......... ......... ........... ... .. .. . 
Linen and thread (men) ....... ... .. ........................ .. 

'Linen and thread (women) ........... ........... .......... . 
1\Iachinists ... ............ ............. ....... ~ .......... ...... ...... . 
1\Iasons .............. .... ... ... ................. .. ....... ........ ...... . 

~~~~!~,<;~ke~sJfui:::: :::::::::: ::::::::::::::::: :::::::: :: . 
Patte1·n-makers ..... .......... ................................... . 
Painters .............................. .... ........................... . . 
Plumbers ............................................. ................ . 
Plasterers .. .... .. ..................................... .. ............ . 
Potters ...... ...... ... ...... ... .......................... ........... ... . 
Polishers ...... ... ..... .... .. .............. ........................... . 
Paper-makers .. ...... .......................................... . 
Puddlers, per week .......... ......... ............... .... ....... . 
Quarrymen ...... .......... ...... .. .... ..... ............ ... ........ . 
Rope-makers .. .... ...............................••........ ... ...... 
Railroad engineers ........ ... ..... .......... ........... ....... . . 
Railroad firemen ................................................. . 
Shipbuilding-

Boiler-makers ............................................... . 
1\Iachinists ......... .......... .. ........ .................... ... . 
Coppersmiths ................................................ . 
Platers .. .... .. .......... .. ..... ..... ............................. . 
Drillers ....... .... . .............. . .... .... ........... .. ......... . 
.Riveters ......... ................. ................. .... ... .. .... . 
Riggers .......................................................... . 
Patrern-makers ........................ ............ ........ . 

Salt-makers ..... ....... ............................................ . 

ilia~r~~~:;T:::::::::::::::::.:_:.:.:.:.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
~~~':::t:~~r~~~~~::::::::::::::·::: .'.':.'.'.'.::::::: :::::: :::::: :::::~ 
Stationary engineers .. ......... ............ .... .............. . 
Soap-makers ....................................................... . 
Tanners .................. ...... ...................................... . 
Teamsters ........................................................... . 
Upholsterers ...................................................... . 
' Vatch-makcrs ...... .... ..... ............ ......................... . 
Wire-drawers ................................................... . 

England. / Uiiited St.ates. 

I 
$6. 00 $12. 00 to 20.00 

16.00 
18.00 
18.00 

4. 00 to 6. 00 13. 00 to 
7.00 
7.00 
3.00 

6.00 to 9.00 
6.00to 7.00 
2.00 to 4.00 

2.00 
4.50 
6.00 
5.50 
7.50 

7.50 to 
25.00 to 
12.00to 

7.00 to 
6.00to 

10.00 to 
12.00 to 

9.00 
30.00 
15.00 
10.00 

9.00 
30.00 
24.00 
12.00 
15.00 

2.00 to 3.00 5.31 to 8.71 
30.00 
20.00 
8. 00 

15. 00 
7.50 
5. 22 

18.00 

10. 00 to 12. 00 20. 00 to 
7.00 18. 00 to 
4.10 
8. 00 
5.00 
2.35 
8.50 
8.00 
0.20 
6.65 
7.50 
7.50 
8.00 
7.50 
8.67 
7.00 
5.20 

8. 00 to 10. 00 
6.00 
5.25 

10.00 
5.00 

1.50 to 

7.00 
7.00 
6.50 
8.00 
6. 00 
8.00 
5.50 
8.00 
6.00 
5.00 
2.50 
2.25 
5.00 
6. 00 
7.50 
5.00 
5.00 
5.25 
8.00 
8.00 

11.00 

21.00 
0.40 

13.40 
18.00 
15. 00 
18.00 
21.00 
18.30 
18.00 

12. 00 to 24. 00 
18.00 to 20. 00 
12. 00 to 15. 00 
9. 00 to 12.00 

21.00 
12. 00 

14.00 
14.15 
16.50 
18.00 
12.00 
17.40 
11.00 
24.00 

9. 00 to 10. 50 
10.00 
6.00 

6.00 to 9. 00 
15.00 
12. 00 

15. 00 to 18. 00 
10.50 

8. 00 to 10. 00 
12.00 to 15.00 

18.00 
18.00 
22.00 

Go to any laborer employed in these industries and he will tell you 
that the industry in which he is engaged, unless protected, must cease 
to exist in this country unless his wages shaH be reduced to those 
vaid in the same industry across the sea. You may hurl your :fine
spun theories of political science at him until your head aches and you 
will fail to convince him to the contrary~ He is practical. It is not dif
ficult for him to solve the question of whether his condition as a book
binder will be better at $18 per week, paying $3.88 for food, than it 
would he at $6 per week, paying $3.40 per week fo:r food. 

It does not require a very high degree of intelligence to comprehend 
that books bound at a labor cost of $6 per week can drive from the 
market books bound at a labor cost of $18 per week. It does not re
quire a very large amount of business wisdom to understand that if A 
is employing ten thousand men in a given industry at $2 per day, and 
B is employing ten thousand menat$1.25perday, A will be driven from 
the market by Band forced to close his establishment, or reduce the 
wages of his men to $1.25 per day. These men understand very clearly 
that $1.25 per day reduces them to the level of the employes in the 
English factory. 

England. 

The farmer understands how important it is to him to sell food to 
A's ten thousand men for cash. He further understands that if A closes 
his establishment his ten thousand employes must go elsewhere for 

United States. work, and not being able to get it must go to the soil for a living. He 
-------------=-=------1·----- -1------ understands how in that case he has lost his customers not only, but 
Book-binders....... ..... .............. . ................ .. .. ... ...... $6.00 ~15. oo to SIB. oo they have now become his competitors in the production of agricult-
Brush-makers .. .... ..... . ..... . ..... . ........ .... .................. 6.00 15 00 to 20 oo ure This reasoning of course applies to every manufacturing industry 
Boiler-makers. .... .................. ..... .. ......... ....... . ...... 7. 75 · 16:50 . tb try 
Brick-makers..... .. ........................ ......... ......... ....... 3. 54 11.86 lD e conn · 
Brick-layers........................ ......... ........................ s.oo 2LOO Withdraw protection and substitute a tariff for revenue merely, and 
Blacksmiths.... ..................................................... 6.00 tM.30 one of two things is inevitable: e~ther our manufacturers must re-
~~~~!~:::::·. ::::::::· :·::.::: :~·:::.:::: :::·:.:::: :::::::::::::::::::::: ~:~ 12:~ duce thewagesoftheir employestosuch as are paid by rival establish-
Blast-furnace keepers ......................... _.... ........... 10.00 18.00 menta in Europe or go out of business. 
BJnst-furnace fillers ........... . ... ...... ........................ 7.50 14.00 If the wages are so reduced the American laborer is le'\'"eled to the 
Bolt-makers... .. ......... .............. ...... ..... .......... . ... ... 6· 50 1650 diti fth E l bo Ifh · d add l 
Bolt-cutters. ............................ ........ . ..... ...... .......... a.oo 10: 00 con on o e uropean a rer. e LS egr e to that evel he 
Coal-miners .................... .................... .. .. -............ 5. 88 13. oo can no longer educate his children, and soon he will be found "holly 
Cotton-mill hands ........ : ..... ... ............ ............. ... _. 4. 60 G. 72 unfit for self-government. 
g~~~~~~:::::::: ::::::::::::: : ::::::::::::::::: : ::::: ::::: :::::: :::: ~:[}g I ~:~ . Some idea of the industrial condition of Europe will be conveyed by 
<Jarriage-makers .............................. ...... -...... ...... 6. 75 13. 00 to !?5. oo J an ex::un:ination of a late report of Consular .Agent Smith touching tlw 
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state of labor in the German Empire. .After speaking of the unsatis
factory condition of agriculture and many other industries, he says: · 

In the manufacture of cloth in the district of Potsdam-Frankfort on the Oder 
there are said to be about 26,000 bands employed, of whom about 14,000 are 
women, at a. weekly wage of 10 to 12 marks (..,2.50 to $3) , or 260,000 to 300,000 
marks ($65,000 to $75,000) for the whole number, or about 15,000,000 marks ($3,-
75U,OOO) a. year, which is four-and-a-half times as much as is paid by the mines to 
their bands. 

Speaking of the wages in the Dresden district, he says: 
The inspector for the Dresden district gives the following as the average 

wages paid in his district, otherwise is not much said about wages, namely: 
Cents. 

~:~t~r';~;e~~W~:~.'.'.'.'.'::::::::::::::::::.'.'.'.'.'.'.':.'.'.'.'.'.'.'.'::::::::.'.'.'.'.'.'.'.'.'.'.'::::.'.'.'.'.'.'~~-~-~~~-~::: ~f ~~ ~t 
Ferualo workers .......................... ............. .. . .... ................................ do ..... . 2t to 3t 
Young persons, fourteen to sixteen years old ....... .............. ... .. .... -do ...... H to 2 
To a child twelve to fourteen years old ........... .... .. ......................... do...... t to 1 

.At piecework 20 to 25 per cent. more is made. 

Speaking of the mines, furnaces, etc., he says: 
In the bringing up of iron ore women are used day Rnd night, and principally 

in tending the windlasses and rolling wheelbarrows. · The iron ore is brought 
to the surface by means of windlasses, to work each of which there are four to 
six girls, according to the depth of carriage. ·where the depth is 20 meters 
(about 65 feet ) four girls in eight-hour turns wind up 80 buckets of iron ore, each 
of which holds from 1 to It centners of ore (UQ-165 English pounds). The wages 
are very low, bnt the work is preferred by the girls to domestic service, be
cause they are at it but eight hours at a time and can then do as they please. 
The inspector thinks it is not to be expected that machinery should displace 
these women , because they are cheaper than machines would be. 

In the furnaces and in the iron and steel rolling -mills the regular work of iron 
forge:~:s is performed only by men. The work done by the women is that of 
bringing coke, ore, and limestone to the furnaces, pouring watel.' on the glow
ing coals, anti. removing the ashes and slag from tile puddle-work. 

Spea1."'ing of the immoral condition that· prevails in the factories, he 
says: 

Both men and women use the same wash and dressing rooms and privies in 
many establishments, but the providing of separate places for the two sexes is 
increasing, especially in the new buildings. In the old and small establish
ments much remains to be done, it is said, to remove the dangers to morality 
to which women are exposed. 

The working together of both sexes In rooms where there is a high tempera
ture is said to have a bad effect upon the morals of women. The textile facto
ries come in for a good share of blame in this respect. The Dusseldorf inspector 
says that the spinning-mills of every branch are bad where there is a mixed 
employment of the two sexes in the same work-room, and especially tho e 
where the time of labor is long, the ventilation poor, the t.emperature high, and 
the washing and dressing rooms the same for both sexes; and also similar sit
uated weaving-mills, factories making artificial wool. factories making wearing
apparel, etc. Other inspectors also point to the textile factories. 

• • • • * * • 
1\Iany sugar-factories are objectionable from moral considerations, in whose 

hot rooms the women have to wear little clothing and partly bare the body. 
Objection is made to chicory and rubber-goods factories on the same ground 

as to the sugar-factories, that the women work half naked in bot rooms along
sidemen. 

In some factories, where the men and women sleep at night, complaint is 
made that the halls or rooms are not properly separated from one another. 

The inspector for the Potsdam-Frankfort on the Oder district calls attention 
to the manner in which women are employed in railroad construction. He says 
they can be seen, with their legs bare and their dresses tucked high up, push
ing wheelbarrows in mud and wet sand. Every spring large numbers of farm 
ha.nds come from the eastern provinces of Prussia to Brandenburg to take part 
in the harvesting. In summer, after the harvests are over, they have nothing 
to do, and as they do not like to make the long journey home-for in the au
tumn they find an abundance of work when the potato and beet-root crops are 
gathered in-they undertake any labor until the fall crops are ready, and build
ing work is well paid. 

Female work in the brick-kilns is objected to, because it is hard, and because 
the women have to work with their lower limbs bare. 

Such is the degradation of this labor. It is so ill-paid as to be brutal
ized. 

We all know that such of those same people as have come among us 
readily assimilate with ours, and under the elevating and refining in
fluences of our vastly better paid labor rapidly develop into splendid 
manhood and womanhood. Their children are here sent to the public 
schools, educated, and frequently well equipped for any condition of 
American life. 

But it is with their brutal and lamentable condition in Germany, as 
shown by Consul Smith, an officer of this Adtninistration, that Ameri
can labor must compete if the products of their toil are to b'e admitted 
without restrictions to our markets. 

The present Commissioner of Labor made an exhaustive investign.
tion in 1883 into the wages paid in Massachusetts ancl Great Britain in 
twenty-four industries. Here they are: 
1. Agriculturo.l implements. 
2. Artisans' tools. 
3. Boots and shoes. 
4. Brick. 
5. :Building trades. 
6. Carpetings. 
7. Carriages and wagons. 
8. Clothing. 
9. Cotton goods. 

10. Flax and jute goods. 
1L Food preparations. 
12. Furniture. 
13. Glass. 

I quote from his report: 

14. Hats: Fur, wool, and silk. 
15. Hosiery. 
16. Liquors : 1\Ialt and distilled. 
17. Machines and machinery. 
18. Metals and metallic goods.· 
19. Printing and publishing. 
20. Printing, dyeing, bleaching, and 

finishing cotton textiles. 
21. Stone. 
22. Woodengoods. 
23. 'Voolen goods. 
24. W orated goods. 

GUA~'D RESULT. 

1. If 1\Iassachusetts is credited with the average W[l.ges paid and Great Britain 
is credited with the high wages paid, the Massachu etts wages are higher in 
twenty-three out of the twenty-four industries considered, the percentage in· 
favor of Massachusetts, in all the industries, being 48.23. 

2. If both Massachusetts and Great Britain are credited with the average 
ages paid, the wages in 1\Iassachnsetts are higher in each of the twenty-four· 

induslries considered, the percentage in favor of l'tlassachusetts, in all indus
tries, l:;eing 75.94. 

3. On au industry basis, the average percentage in favor of Massachusetts, in 
twenty-three industries, is 65.05. 

4. Taking the wages paid per hour as the basis, the average in 1\Iassachusetts 
is higher in each of the twenty-four industries , the percentage in favor of Massa· 
chusetts, in all the industries, being 70.88. 

5. On the basis of establishment pay-rolls, the percentage in favor of 1\Iassa.
cbuset.ts is 97.39. 

The percentage that will truly and fairly indicate the higher rate of wages 
paid in Massachusetts in the industries considered, as compared with the wages • 
paid in the same industries in Great Britain, must be found somewhere between 
the extremes here given, namely: 48.28 pel' cent. and 97.39 per cent. There
sults shown in sections 4 and 5 arc not based upon as complete data as those . 
shown in sections 1, 2, and 3, and neither p ercentage can be fairly used in de
termining the grand result. 

The mean of 48.23 per cent. and 75.94 per cent., , we have previously shown, 
is 63.11 per cent., and this approximates so close! ;' to the general average, 65.05, 
as shown in section 3. that we state as the grand res ilf the cornparati ,.e weekly 
wages investigation in Massachusetts and Great bt.ta.in for the Y.ear 1833, that 
the general average weekly wage of the employes in twenty-four industries in 
Massachusetts is 62 +per cent-. higher than the genel'i, average weekly wages 
of the employes in the same industries in Great Britain. · 

Our consul, Mr. Lathrop, made n. report, 1884-'85, on labor in En
glish factories. I quote: 

The aYeragc wages of the men in the Trowbritlge woolen factories are csti- . 
mated at $3.44 per week. The aYerage wages paid to 418 women in one leading 
factory are given as $2.66 per week, and 1n another at $3.02 per week. These 
wages, adds the consul, would not support life unaided; but, generally, these 
women arc the wives or daughters of the male operatives; neither could the 
male wages n.lone sustain the average English families, a nd so the children in 
their turn contribute to the generalfund hyab10workingin the factories. Boys 
and girls. when employed, earn from $2.25 to S2.40 per week. Thus, to enable a 
Trowbridge family to live, e~·ery member-husband, wife, and children-works 
in the mills. 

Consul Shaw says, speaking of labor in :Manchester, England: 
American work-people, as a whole, would not live under the conditions in 

force here among operatives, nor could they be induced to adopt the English 
system. Here whole families live in the mills and are satisfied to do so. Here 
the children are compelled to help pay the family expense. 

Great numbers of houses visited by me contained each only one living room, 
and this served as kitchen, dining-room, silting-room, and in some instances 
also bed-room. Into some of these small houses large families are crowded, 
and the manner of life is almost necessarily demoralizing and unfortunate. 

Of course our wage-people would never submit to such conditions. 
They would naturally prefer to engage in agriculture. There they 
would hope at least to be able to subsist their families and educate 
their children. What does that mean? It means they no longer buy 
from the farmer. The farmer has lost this market. This is his home 
market. This is the market for over 90 per cent. of all he raises to 
sell. I say it is even worse than that. They not only do not buy 
any longer of the farmer, but those consumers have themselves now 
become producers of food products. They are now rivals, competitors, 
in agriculture. Who shall say that this will not make a glut of agri
culture? Will it not change the rel2.tion of the supply to the de
mand? Will not the demand be less and the product. greater? Will 
not the price go down accordingly? Why not? Less consumers and 
more producers. Well, now, you have destroyed the farmer's home 
market, a market always sufficient and always stable, where do you 
supply him other markets? 

Let me quote here from the excellent speech of my friend from 
l\Iichigan (}.fr. EURROWS] : 

·ine millionfarruers are feeding a nation of 60,000,000 of people. How does 
this advantage the farmers? The estimated value of the products of our farms, 
exclusive of cotton and tobacco, is $3,000,000,000 annually, and yet 94 per cent. 
of this enormous product is taken in our own market and consumed by our own 
people. The farmers are compelled to export only 6 per cent. of their prod
ucts. In this connection it is worthy of note that while the value of our man
ufactures reaches the almost fabulous sum of $7,000,000,000 annually, yet more 
than 90 per cent. of this is consumed within our borders. It is estimated that 
the value of our industrial products of farm and factory will aggregate annu
ally Sll,OOO,OOO,OOO, and yet nearly ~10,000,000,000 of this is disposed of in os 1 own 
market and consumed by our own people. And yet, with a. home market of 
such absorbing capacity, built up and sustained by a diversification of our in
dustries, the advocates of free trade are constantly holding up the phantom of 
the markets of the world as the one thing chiefly to be desired. 

Of what value to the .American farmer are the markets of the world in com
parison with his home market? How much of the farmer's surplus products 
does the world's market require to-day? Before dropping the substance for the 
shadow it would be well to inquire the extent of the foreign demand for the 
products of our farm. If a policy is adopted which destroys the home market 
and forces the American farmers in to the markets of the world, when his ves
sels are laden with the products of his farm, to what ports on the habitable 
globe will he direct his course? Not to South America, nor .Asia, nor Africa, 
nor .Australasia, nor the islands of the sea, for in all these there is practically no 
d emand for our agricultural products, and there is no prospect that there ever 
will be, for these countries are abundantly supplied with agricultural laborers 
and surplus lands. 

Europe is the only country which does not feed its own people, and even there 
Russia, Germany, Turkey, Houmania, Servia, and Hungary produce their own 
food supply, and, excluding Germany, furnish a surplus for the European mar
kets. Outside of Great Britain, therefore, there is practically no demand for 
our agricultural products, and with the rich fields of India open to her it i~ not 
difficult to discern that the time is not fa r distant when even this demand will 
ease .• 
The chairman of the committ~e, in his recent speech, declared that-
"We are the great agricultural people of the world, and have been feeding 

the people of Europe, and must receive European goods ·in exchange or fail to 
export our surplus, and U1us surfeit the home market and redo~ prices." 

This hallucination of feeding the people of Europe is easily dispelled. As 
bread is the main staff of Eurovean life, let us see where it is obtained. The 
population of Europe is about 350,000,000, and the consumption of wheat about 
3l bushels per head, of which scarcely more than balf a bushel is required from 
North and South America, Asia, and Australasia. In tluee-fourths of the entire 
area. of Europe the consumption does not amount to 2 bushels per hea.d, and 
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nearly every grain of that is produced at home. On about half the area of Eu- ever as true that the ta iff k th" b" t• "bl 
rope there i a surplus to spare to the other half. The largest cons11mer of wheat ' r - rna es IS com lna IOn pOSSl e as any 
in the world, France, was also the large t producer less than fifteen years ago, other. Would you take the tariff off cattle and meat because of the 
and bas now about as large an area and product o.s ever, and needs of foreign existence of this trust? Would you ta,ke the tariff off wheat and :flour 
wheat only about 10 per cent. of her supply. because we have a combination of millers? That would be absurd. 

'l'lle 80,000,000 people of Rus in. liV'e mostly on rye, as do the people of Ger- Th iff h 
many and Central Europe, and produce it all themselves. l\Iany of the people e tar as just as much to do with these combines as with any 
of the North of Europe consume a large proportion of maize. Some in the other trusts. They exist in England, and will exist here until sup
North of Europe subsist largely on oat· meal. The consumption of all cereals pressed by direct legislation. 
in Europe usually averages at least 1& bu bels per bend, of which 3 pecks per Th h" h · 
capita come from other continents. Feeding the people of Europe! Four con- e one t mg t at lS true, however, is that these various and wicked 
tinents combining to supply a per capita deficiency of3 pecks per capita in the combinations are bold bandits gorging themselves upon the fruitl:l of 
fifth. A failm·e of one-half peck in this deficiency sends prices rapidly upward; hard toil. 
sn excess of one-half peck pro<luces an instant and sudden fall in India and If b 11 
Dakota. An additional half bushel would sprout in the bin or be fed to farm . we s a. turn on; attention to these abuses we shall merit pub-
animals without a foreign offer. This is so well known that it would be charity he approbatiOn and g1 ve to labor the fullest benefits resnltina from 
to attribute to ignorance the pretense or enlarging the exportation of wheat by judicious protective legislation. 0 

. 

low tariffs, or no tariffs, or by any other device short of the creation of a few Tb bill k · 
million more foreign mouths. e ma · es 1ts chief assaults upon the farmer, and curiously 
If we do so little in feeding Europe with bread, still less do we supply the meat enough scarcely one of its advocate.s bas failed to pose as the champion 

she consume . Last year we exported 16:1,000,000 pounds of beef, fresh and salted of agriculture. 
138,000,000, ot· four-fifths of it, went to Great Brita-in. Very little is e'\"er wanted I k . 
elsewhere, and Englishmen-are now straining every n erve and spending Brit- t ta ?es protectiOn from his wools, his fiax, and other products he 
ish g-old in enterprises to supply their country with frozen and canned beef f1·om has to sell, puts them on the free-list, and makes dutiable all he h&'3 
Australia and the Argentines . Of 505,000,000 pounds of bacon, pork, and hams to buy. It cheapens what the farmer bas to sell, but not what be has 
exported, 380,000,000 pounds, or three-fourths of U, went to Great Britain and a. b 
part of the remainder to Canada. Scarcely a nation in the world, Great Britain to uy. 
excepted, depends upon foreign nations for its meat supply. It is a necessity As in all history it iS difficult to find tyranny, however brutal; slavery, 
of their existence that U1ey should supply themselves. It is the same with however wicked; crimes, however revolting; oppression, however bide-
chee e, the only other food product of ·which there is an appreciable deficiency h t d"d · 
in Europe. ons, t a 1 not must and were not maintained in the name of liberty 

Its market is confined chiefly to Great Britain, and exportation can not be en- so now agriculture is to be destroyed, manufactures repressed, labo~ 
Jarged at all without a reduction in price, and any sudden extension is a prac- pauperized in the name of th bl" If: r A l J 
tical and physical impossibility. The rich there buy all they can eat now, and e pn IC we are. .4 PP ansc. 
the poor all they can afford. The requirement is fixed and limited w ith the Manufacturers are told that the absence of protection will be more 
least possible element of elasticity, so that the foreign demand can only fluctu- than compensated by cheap labor and cheap raw material. Labor is 
ate with the annual variR.tions of the home supply. This statement should dis- told there will be an increased demand for it, cheaper food cheaper 
pose of the boastful and ~>illy p retense so glibly and frequently made by free- ' 
traders, of feeding Europe, and ought to mark the exit of America in the role clothing, and cheaper shelter for it, and therefore marvelous ad van-
of the world's nurse and caterer to the universe. [Applause.] tages to it, even if subjected to free and unrestricted competition with 

Where then on the fa<Je of the globe can the American farmer market his sur- the ill-paid and degraded labor of the Old World. 
plus? At home or nowhere. This home market, therefore, shc-nld be to him Th f: 
the object of his deepest solicitude a.nd protecting care, for upon it the future of e armers are told that they will get more for their breadstuffs, 
agriculture in this country depends. because the markets of the world will be opened to them. 

Well, what other compensation do you offer the farmer for the loss How often have the advocates of this measure in this debate told the 
of his borne market? Cheaper goods, you say. Why, a quarter of a non-agricultural people that they bad to bear the burden of the wool 
century of protection bas greatly cheapened everything he has to buy. duty; that every woolen fabric they owned cost them the additional 
It has given such energy to our own manufacturers that competition burden of the duty on wool and woolens, and before they had passed 
has forced inventions, augmented the skill of our artisans, improved from the subject turned to the farmers and told them that the removal 
our machinery1 and stimulated enterprise, _thereby reducing prices of of duty from wool would create such a universal demand for it as to 
manufactured products. It is this competition that has forced down rapidly advance the price of it in the markets? 
the price of every foreign product. Destroy our home manufactories From the earliest days of the Republic during forty years the states
and what becomes of this competition? What check have yon then men of this country maintained almost without division the theory of 
upon the greed of the foreign producer who is given a monopoly of onr protection. They themselves bad framed the Constitution. They 
markets? What then will there be to prevent the foreign manufact- themselves in colonial times had experienced the hardship of the in
urer from fixing the price the American farmer shall pay? dustrial oppression of England, and they made provision at the earliest 

The farmer is not only greatly interested in diversified industries practicable moment to protect the industries of their own country 
supplying the greatest possible number employment outside of agri- against the industrial ag~ressiqns of Europe, and the very first act 
culture, but al~o in such labor being well paid. The more the wage- that was passed under the Constitution declared that one of its objects 
man gets for his labor the more he buys from the farmer. A man who was the protection of manufactures. 
gets good wages can and will lire well. A man who gets poor wages The act of 1816 followEld, enlarging the principle of protection. .All 
can buy but little; he must live poor. The man who is out of employ- the leading menoftbatday advocated it. The act of 1824 went further 
mentis a wretched customer for the farmer. The free-traders delight and enlarged the principle. The act of 1828 followed and enlarged it 
in telling wagemen how much cheaper they could live under free trade- still further. .And up to tba.t time there was no President, there were 
thlt everythingthey bnywonld be so much cheaper. Well, in the first no leading statesmen in America who antagonized the principle of pro
place, we have seen that is not so. In the second place, if it is so-if tection. They stood where we stand to-day. Many of them went to , 
they are thrown out of employment by the destruction of our industries, the point of prohibition, especially regarding products essential to a 
or if their wages are scaled down to the level of European wages-what state of war. I could quote pages from Washington, .Adams, Ma.dison, 
will they have to buy with? Monroe, Jackson, and nearly every statesman of that period, squarely 

Unfortunately there are in our country some conditions that work advocating the protective system. 
inju tice to all the industries, agriculture as well as manufactures, Therefore, here to-d~y, I place the Democracy of the first forty years 
and labor is the pack-horse that bears the burden. The several States, of the Republic against the Democracy of the last forty years. [Ap
vieing with each other to secure the investment of capital, have opened planse.] But after the act of 1828, under the influence of which agn
wide the door to serious evils. With incorporation laws imposing no culture in the North flourished as never before, factories sprung into 
r estrictions or safeguards against abuses we find our lines of commerce activity with marvelous rapidity, and labor enjoyed universal pros
doing business on a bnsis of from 25 to more than 100 per cent. fictitious perity, Southern statesmen opened a vindictive war against it for the 
or" watered" -capital. To this theprodnctsof every industry are every first time, and this they did in the name of agriculture. What they 
second of time paying the same tribute as if it were real. This is a meant by agriculture was cotton and the slave labor that produced it. 
pecie of intolerable robbery. .It is a thief wbose .hand is constantly To force American labor into agriculture would make the supply of 

filching the pockets of labor. Of all the wrongs to labor this is the food products so far exceed the demand as to supply the slaves of the 
greatest and the most wicked. The highest attainment of statesman- South and the labor of England with the cheapest possible living. 
ship will be achieved by providing a rerp.edy for this monstrous wrong. That, they reasoned, would enable them to produce cotton cheaper 
[A pplanse.] and would enable the manufacturers in England to pay them more for 

Millions of acres of the public domain still remain covered by grants it. 
to corporations to which such corporations are not legally, equitably, Thns they could produce cotton cheaper and sell it dearer. 
or morally entitled. This should at once be restored to the public So they demanded that the protection laws be repealed, and declared 
domain. 1\I uch good in this direction has already been done, for which for nullification and secession unless this demand was com plied with. 
the country is more indebted to my friend from lllinois [.Mr. PAYSON] The North surrendered, and the act of 1833 followed. It closecl the 
than to any other member of this body. work-shops of the North, drove labor from the factory to the farm, pan-

Some of the combinations called trusts and pools are dail:! engaged perized Northern agriculture, and finally resulted in driving the party 
in open, audacious, and shameless robbery of agriculture and every form from power and in the enactment of the tariff law of 1842. This opened 
of labor. · the Northern factories again, created a demand for labor that drew 

Elsewhere it ha8 been sta.ted by an eminent and well-informed states- heavily from the ranks of the farmers to supply labor for the work
man that the cattle pool of Chicago bas in the last five years filched shops, created markets for the products of the soil, and ga.ve to agri
from the people of my State over$4.0,000, 000~ I haTe no reason to doubt culture renewed prosperity. But the tariff-for-revenue party wa un
the accuracy of the statement. Everybody knows that the tariff on tiring in the South, and violently aggressive. But the N;orth said, 
cattle and beef has nothing to _do with this coml;lination. It is1 how- - unless you pledge us that you will maintain the tariff act of 1842 you 
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shall not return to power. The pledge was given; the party was re- !iT a. song of freedom all around the slave States, and in them slavery itself will 
turned to power, and at once tore down the hated protection act of 1842 e. 
and passed the free-trade act of 1846. Read in the lip;ht of the present, these eloquent words of Theodore Parker 

seem touched w1th prophehc fire. The ideal Kansas he saw lookinoo through• 
The d~tructi ve tendenc~es of this act were for a time inoperative un- the mists o.f the futur~, is the real K~nsas of to-day. The m'ar,elous growth, 

der the mfluence of a fore1gn war, and our war with Mexico that di- the splendid prospenty, the potent mtellectual and moral energies and the 
minished the ranks of labor, thereby increasin~r a demand and opening happy and contented life he predicted, are all around us. At the th;eshold of 

~ ~~ ye~r A. D. 1.886, fifteen years before the limit of his prophecy, Kansas bas 
up new and extensive markets for food products. e1t1es hke Prov1d~nc~ ~nd Worcester; has more than double the railway mile-

The treasures of the California gold mines attracted labor from the age Maryland, V1rgtma, and both the Carolinas could then boast· has land 
f: t th · d th d h wort.h, no_t· twenty, but fifty and a hundred dollars an acre; has wea.'lth far ex-
arms o e mrnes, an us opene anot er new market for agricult- ceedmg $5<,10.000,000; bas schools, newspapers, libraries, and churches rivaling 

ure. Millions from those mines begun pouring inro the lap of business, tpheoosp~.eo. f New England; and has 1,300,000 happy, prosperous, and intelligent 
and there was corresponding activity. But when those influences were 

"tbd th t f 1846 b •t d dl k The prop?ecy has be~n ful~lled, but ~he end is not yet. The foundations of 
WI . rawn e ac o egun I s ea Y wor · !he State, hke tJ:os~ of Its caJ?Itol, hav~ JUSt been completed. The stately build· 

Sttll Southern statesmen adhered to the policy of free trade or se- mg, crowned w1lh 1tssplendi.d.dome, Is yet to be reared. Smiling and opulent 
cession; but stagnation, universal bankruptcy, an ever increasing na- fields, busy.a?d prosperous m~1~s and towns are still attracting the intelligent, ' 
· 

1 
d b the enterpr1S1Dg, and the amb1t10us of every State and country. The limits that 

tiOna e t, an empty Treasury, and broken national credit compelled bound the progress and development of Kansas can not now be gauged o~ 
Mr. Buchanan to ask for a revision of the tariff laws in the interest of guessed. We have lands, homes, work, and plenty for millions more· and for 
revenue and protection. another quarter of a century, !lt least, our State will continue to grow.' For we 

T
.h f are ret at the threshold and m the dawn of it all. We are just beginning to 

e act o 1861 followed, and Mr. Buchauan approved it. Seces- reahze what a great people can accomplish, whom "love of country moveth, 
sion followed, and a war ensued that cost in money and property de- :heftf.,\e teacheth, company comfortetll, emulation quickoneth, and glory ex-
strayed probably not less than ten thousand millions of dollars. Yet 
under protection during the last quarter of a century we ha\e become [Applause.] 
fir -t in manufactures, first in agriculture, and first in wealth amonD" That is th.e way protection has impoverished the agricultural West. 
all the nations of the earth, with our labor better paid, better fed: [Applause.] IftbegoodLordshallgiveustberains, the-sunshine, and 
better clothed, better sheltered, and better educated than elsewhere the dew, essential to good crops for tne next three years, and our mar
on the habitable globe, and yet here we are confronted with the same kets are not destroyed by free trade, Kansas will be a barren :field for 
bold, defiant, and aggressive old revenue-reform party. [Applause.] a calamity party. 

God, help us! will the time never come when we shall reach a stable Had free trade prevailed our growth as a State would have been 
industrial policy? Must our industries and labor be forever exposed dwarfed from the beginning. Without a market for our products our 
to the depressing influence of perpetual menace? Well may agri- surplus would have been used for fuel or rotted on the fields With
culture, well may manufactures, well may American labor unite with out the conditions to invite population we would still be in our swad
eacb other against this ever present, ever aggressive public enemy ling-clothes. 
and cry out, "Let us have peace!" · ' Her growth is without a parallel in all history. Her ma,<Yllificent 

These free-traders or revenue reformers, as they fondly call them- I climate, rich soil, splendid farms, myriads of cattle, vast network of 
selves, appear to revel in the adversity of our people. Every calamity railways, busy towns, comfortable homes, her public schools, colleges, 
is an illustration of the wickedness of protection. churches, charitable institutions, liberal and progressive laws, her en

If a ~armer.imprudently contracts a debt and subsequently is ttnable te~prising, intelligent, ~nerge~ic men, beautn:ui women, an~ healthful 
to pay 1t, he IS told that he is robbed by protection. children-all, :UI ~oiil:bme to illustrate the highest prospenty and the 

If t~e crops fail :'l'ud farmers are depressed thereby, they are told but most exal~d c1vilization. [:A-PJ?la~e.] . . . . 
for this rob?er agnculture would be prosperous. I Mr. Charrman, of a~l the ms.t1~utions o.f learm~g expenence IS ~uud 

If there IS something of general business depression the people are to be the most expensive. So It 1s. But Its teachings are ot the high-
told that old Protection did it. ' • est order of wisdom. You may tell the child a thousand times that 

If some scoundrel has plundered his employes and robbed them of hot iron will bur~, but i.t is sure nevertheless to make the test, and 
their just share of their own earnings they are told at once that it is then we have a WISer child. 
the fault of protection. ' . You may tell th~ lad thatitis highly imp~udent to toy with a mule's 

~f there ~s .a labor strike of 20,000 .men because some employer has I h1_nd legs, but he IS sure to try the expenment, and then we have~ 
u~J ustly diScharged and refused to remstate one of them, the air is vocal Wiser lad. . 
with curses unou protection. If some manufacturer has enriched him- I The people were everywhere told three years ago that, Its pledges to 
self by not dealing justly with labor, he is held up as a hideous ex- the contrary notwithstan~ipg, if ~hey placed the Governll?ent in the 
n.mple of the monopoly-breeding tariff. If a section of our country two co~t:ol of the Dem?cratic :rarty I~ would marshal all the mst~umen
hundred years old has been engaged in agriculture and manufactures talitJ~s of power agamst the mdustries of the ?Dun try. They tried the 
for more than one hundred years, and has thereby become richer than expenmentnevertbeless, andnoww~havea wu~erpeople. [Applause.] 
the new agricultural States of the West, the fact is made to do service ~be twenty-~our years o.f ~I!ubhcan rule ?ad forme~ an epoch more 

· ::t3 proof that the rich section two hundred years old has been made frmtrul of national aud mdiVIdual prospenty, of agriculture, manu
rich by robbing the new Western States through the agency of the in- factures and commerce, of the arts and sciences, of education and 
iquitous tariff. Christian~ty, o~ ideal goveml?ent and human liberty, than any century 

Why, sir, if we shall be permitted to enjoy continuously for another of other trme smce the creatiOn of man. 
quarter of a century the benign influence of just protection, my own The generations to come will marvel that in the presence of such a 
beautiful prairieState will rival Ohio and illinois in manufactures, and glorious record a people distinguished for their intelligence would 
we shall have the workshop and the farm side by side, and the most wrest the powers of government from such a party and hand them over 
prosperous people in the world. Only twenty-seven years ago she was to another whose history was one of violated pledges and shocking mis
bom unro the sisterhood of States. Then she was in population the rule. [Applause.] 
thirty-third State; now she is the fifteenth. Then she had but ten Sir, the Republican party stands for industrial independence ns a 
towns ~f a population each exceeding 500; now she bas over one hun- high attribute of national power. 
dred and fifty towns of over 500 each, nearly a hundred of them of It believes that the destruction of our manufactures will leave our 
over 1, 000 each, and some exceeding 30,000. She has within her bor- people helpless victims of British grew. 
<lers 1,500,000 souls. The value of her farm crops for the five years It believes the highest happiness of a people can best be attained by 
ending 18 5 was 5503,485,316. The value of her live-stock swells from the greatest possible diversity of occupations. 
$3,332,450 in 1861 to $117,881,699 in 1885. Then she did not have a Mr. Chairman, the Republican party would have our country inde
mile of railway; now she has over 7,000 miles. She has over seven pendent of all other nations; the workingman own his own home; his 
hundred school-houses, of the value of over $7,000,000. Since then she table always bountifully supplied with healthful food; his family be
has expended over $30,000,000 for the support of her common schools. comingly clothed; his children educated and equipped for self-govern
She has three thousand churches, of the value of $3,000,000, and not a ment and for every sphere o.f useful action from the farm to the Presi
wbisky saloon within her borders. She has six hundred journals, with dency. It wishes all nations well; would have peace with the world; 
a circulation of 500,000. [Applause.] but it stands for America and Americans first, last, and forever. [Ap-

For these facts I am indebted to an address delivered by the present plause.] 
excellent governor of the State, Hon. John A. Martin, from which I At the conclusion of the foregoing remarks Mr. RYAN yielded there-
beg to further quote: mainder of his time to Mr. DALZELL. 

A PROPHECY FULFILLEn. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas bas four minutes of 
On the 7th of May, 1856, a great American, learned, sagacious, and confident his time remaining, which he yields to the gentleman from Pennsyl

io his faith that right and justice would at last prevail, said, in a speech deliv- vania, to be used -when that gentleman takes the floor in his own right. 
ered in the city of New York: Mr. RUSSELL. 11r. Chairman, it was myillfortuneyesterdayafter-

" In the year of our Lord 1900 there will be 2,000,000 people in Kansas, with t b b t f th H 11 h th tl f V [ cilieslikeProvidenceandWorcester-perhapslikeChicagoandCincinnatL She noon o ea sen rom e a w en egen eman rom ermont Mr. 
will have more miles of railroad than 1\Ia.ryland, Virginia, and both the Ca.ro- GROUT], whom I regret to find is not in his seat, made his speech. I 
lions can now boast. Her land will be worth $!0 an acre. and her total wealth came into the Hall as he was concluding. I knew that he was speaking 
will be five hundred millions of money. Six hundred thousand children will h d f k · t te f ~a.- d r learninherschools. Whatschools,newspapers,libraries,meeting-houses! Yes, upont enee 0 eeprngupourpresen ra o tarlll,an wasthere1ore 
what families of educated, happy, and religious men and women! There will surprised to bear him engaged in general laudation of Vermont and her 

XIX--~u8 
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sons, from Ethan Allen down to the heroes of the civil war, and all the 
distinguished statesmen andjuriststbat have adorned her history. This 
was interesting II4'l.tter, and I should have been in glad agreement with 
~he gentleman bad be not ascribed the success aM character of the peo

ple of Vermont, not to their lo>e of liberty and full enjoyment of free 
institutions, their means of education and the refinement of society, 
their invigorating climate, their unrestricted trade with all the States 
of the Union, and a common possessionofthe blessings we enjoy under 
the Constitution, but to the fact that her people are "believers in pro
tection!" 

The gentleman also attributed the relative superiority of Vermont to 
Kentucky to the fact that Kentuckians of this generation do not be
lieve in the doctrine that a people can grow rich from their own taxes. 

The gentleman seems to forget that whether Kentucky believes or 
not she has bad the same ratio of taxation and should have the same 
advantages from it; or is the protection salvati()n something that de
pends for its fruition upon fuitb and not upon works? 

The gentleman showed the superiority of the agriculture of Vermont, 
inasmuch as they raise 14 bushels of wheat to the acre, while in Ken
tucky they harvest less tlian 10 bushels; 35 bushels of corn to the acre 
in Vermont and only 27 bushels bless the toil of the Kentucl'Y farmers; 
of oats they garner 34 bushels in Vermont and but 20 in Kentucky, and 
other comparisons favorable to Vermont. 

My experience of New England agriculture proves the truth of the 
statements made by the gentleman from Vermont, but I hold that the 
resultsaredneto the industry and thrift of the people, their small farms, 
and intensive methods of cultivation. If the gentleman compares the 
statistics of Vermont with those of other States that like Vermont are 
''believers in protection,'' he will find differences more striking in 
favor of the mountain Commonwealth. 

I have made such comparisons in times past to the same or ·greater 
disadvantage of Ohio, Iowa, Illinois, and other States. Sir, there is 
more in men than in land. I can make the same boasts of Massachu
setts, but our agriculture is limited in its scope, and is not improving 
nnd advancing as it did in former years; and while I will not go so far 
as to attribute the unfavorable changes that have taken place gradu
ally since 1860 to the political economy of this generation, I will give 
some figures from which conclusions may be drawn. 

The gent.leman from Vermont stated that there had been a constant 
increase in the value of property in Vermont under the "protective 
tariff," and he referred to the time previous to 1861 as a free-trade 
era, as if we had not been under protective tariffs ever since theses
sion of the First Congress. Sir, I will read what the increase in value 
of farms and products has been in Vermont since 1850 by decades. 
From 1850 to 1860 the increase of agricultural wealth in Vermont was 
44 per cent. That was under what is now called ''the free-trade tar
iff;" from 1860 to 1870, under high tariff, the increase of agricultural 
wealth was 10.9 per cent.; from 1870 to 1880, and that brings us to 
the last census which we have to guide us, the increase was less than 
4 per cent. 

Now, sir, if the State has, as a whole, grown richer, it must have been 
through her manufacturing, stimulated by the bounties of t>rotection. 
Let us see. From 1850 to 1860, under the Walker tariff, the per cent. 
of increase in the manufacturing industries was 90 per cent. ; from 
1860 to 1870 it was 60 per cent.; from 1870 to 1880 it was but 52 per 
cent. 

Do not the figures show a diminishing volume of prosperity through 
the whole term of the high tariff, both in agriculture and manufact
ures? 

The sheep husbandry of this fine State, remarkable as its results have 
been in careful breeding, do not show a relative increase with past times. 
Will not that husbandry feel the stimulus that is sure to come if wool 
is placed upon the free-list? I will occupy the remainder of my time 
in discussing the part of the bill now before the Honse that relates to 
wool. 

There is a constant and vigorous assertion made several times each 
day on the other side of this Hall; that if we take the tax off of foreign 
wools we will destroy our own wool industry. ''Destroy" is the word 
constantly used. 

It is asserted that there will not even be sheep enough left from the 
enforced slaughter to provide mutton for our markets. 

Grave protectionists look at us with alarm and declare that unless 
we "protect" the five or six pounds of wool on the sheep, worth at 
present prices less than a dollar and half, we will not be able to pur
chase mutton for money ! As sheep can not be raised for wool alone 
east of the Mississippi and are bred largely for food, the assertion .seems 
paradoxicaL 

Then there is an equally grave exaggeration in regard to the im
portance of our wool husbandry. The other day the gentleman from 
Maine LMr. MILLIKEN] stated that the number of persons dependent 
on this industry was about 1,200,000. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Not entirely dependent. 
Mr. RUSSELL, of :Massachusetts. Bntstilldependent. The gentle

man from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY], in his opening speech in this de
bate, claimed one million of dependent people would be ruined if we did 
not protect them by a tax: that falls directly upon our woolen industry. 

The resolutions of the Pennsylvania Republican convention double Mr. 
KELLEY's statement and declare that two millions of people live upon 
the produce of flocks. No doubt they followed the minority report of 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr . .1.\IcK.rNLEY] to the last Congre sin 
which he made a similar declaration. The assnciation of Ohio wool
growers two years ago also claimed that the number of people engaged 
in this industry reaches two millions. 

A little book prepared in this interest, which has been sent to c>ery 
member of the House, not only makes the same general statements, 
but goes much farther in the declaration which I will read: 

A maJority of these flock-masters, as well as their employed help, are heads 
of families. Therefore if you add to their number their wives and children, 
you will have a population of at lenst4,000,000 interested in the gi'owing of wool, 
or about one-fifteenth of the entire population of the United State . 'l'here ere 
no doubt fully 150,000other farme1·s who keep sheep, but these could not fl\irly 
be classed as wool-growers. 

This book further says that if the duty is removed from wool it will 
reduce the wages of 500,000 men employed in herding flocks, and fin :illy 
sums np the great total of loss as follows: 
Shrinkage in the value of lands........................................................ ~80, 000,000 
Shrinkage in the value of labor...................... .................................. 23,000,000 
Shrinkage in the value of flocks ............ .......................................... 2.5, 000,000 
Shrinkage in the >alue of wool......... ..... ........ .................................. 25,000, 000 

355,000,000 

As the wool clip is not worth $80,000,000, and as the sheep of the 
whole country are not worth $100,000,000, the figures and statemeuts 
are at once seen to be gross and absurd exaggerations. Reduce the 
number employed and their families and dependent relatives to the 
lowest number; say that 2,000,000 of people are supported by wool, 
live by flocks, and spend their time in their care, and how can they be 
supported? 

The highest estimate of the number of sheep in the country in the 
last year was much less than 50,000,000, but calling it that it requires 
25 sheep to support each person with wool worth about $40 for a year's 
work. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH], who does me the 
honor to listen, made a speech in Boston recently before the Home 
Market Club, and when some one in the audience said, "We want 
free wool,'' he replied, ''But what are you going to do with the thou
sands of men who make ali ving herding sheep? '' I think we ought to 
find them ~ better business, for if they were supported for one year by 
their flocks they would ha>e to use all the wool for clothing, and the 
mutton for food, so that there would not be a. sheep left in the country 
at the end of a year. If there are any facts in the United States cen
sus on which we can rely, there have been the most reckless statements 
current on the floor of this House in the interest mainly of Ohio wool
growers. 

Uy time is so limited that I can not treat this matter in detail, but 
I will try to make the point that the prosperity of wool-growing is not 
dependent upon a tax on imported wool. 

The wool-grower is dependent for the sale of his wool upon the man· 
ufacturers of his own country alone. Wool is the only one of our farm 
products of considerable value for which there is no foreign demand. 

If there is a surplus it must remain on hand. The manufacturers 
of other nations are not accustomed to our wools, and will not take 
them. 

Like all other things men wish to sell, its price will be governed by 
the demand for it; that demand will arise from the prosperity of your 
customers, and that only. Therefore, if the business of the woolerr 
manufacturers is good you will get a fair price for your wool, but if 
these men are not successful, if their business is hard and waning, 
your market grows narrow and wool falls, as we have seen it fall during 
the last ten years. 

The wool-grower and the manufacturer can have no divided interest; 
they must flourish together or they must languish together, and at this 
time they are equally unhappy. A gentleman on the other side told me 
this morning that if I could establish the fact that the wool industry 
would improve with wool on the free-list he would vote for it. 

I do not expect to convince him, though I see him listening. It is 
too near a Presidential election, and the party whip has a sharp lash. 
[Laughter.] 

How, sir, did we get the blessing of a high tax on imported wool? 
It was the result of a combination between woolmen and manufact
urers. 

Prior to 1857 we had a nominal duty on wool, and the fortunate ex
perience of the country in every department of industry and enterprise 
under the tariff of 1846 led to the further reduction of the tariff in 
1 07. .A.nd, as I had the pleasure to remind the Honse in the debate 
the other day, the whole delegation from M.assachusetts here and at 
the other end of the Capitol voted for it. In that re>ision wool under 
20 cents a pound was made free. 

The effect upon wool was immediate. It went np, and in 1859 it 
was as high as it has ever been in our history, and the manufacturers 
of 1\Jn.s.sachusetts and Rhode Island made more money than they ever 
did in any year of their business. 

They flourished together, because their interests are identical. 
When the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] said, ''Continue 
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this tariff and even raise it and we will produce all the wool required in 
this countiy," I saw that he did not understand the relation of wool
growers to manufacturers. 

No manufacturing people in our day can raise all its own wool. No 
soil or climate will produce all the various wools that enter into fabrics 
ranging from coarse carpets to cloths mixed with silk. The wools 
grown in America are not a complete raw material even for the cloths 
for men's ordinary wear. We are controlled by fashion. The manu
facturer must make what is demanded. He has to make cloths such 
as people 1Vho pay high prices will buy. In order to get material for 
such clothing the wool-buyer must go to the world's market and select 
fteeces to mix and blend with American wool. He may require Aus
tralian, or Africa.n, or South American, or Spanish, or French wools for 
his purpose, and if be does he will pay from 50 to 75 per cent. duty on 
them, and th .. t handicaps him in competition with the men who have 
free wool; he is thus at a disadvantage with the manufacturers of Eng
land, France, Belgium, and Germany, the great cloth-exporting coun
tries. 

Mr. 1\IILLIKIN. The gentleman speaks only for himself and not 
for other members of Congress when he says they do not wear domes
tic goods. The cloth in which I am dressed was made iu Maine; the 
snit was made in Maine. We are ~ot up to the sublimated condition 
of some gentlemen from Massachusetts. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of 1\Iassachu.setts. I hope the establishment that 
made the gentleman's cloth is prosperous, for the1·e are but few in New 
England that are so. They are not pro perous because of the tax on 
their raw material that enables the manufacturers of Europe to send 
here between forL-y and fifty million dollars' worth of cloth a year, rep
resenting not less than 150,000,000 pounds of wool, which we neither 
grew, nor sheared, nor wove. 

Nor does the gentleman know that his coat is wool at all. Few men 
in this House have any idea how far substitutes are used for wool. In 
my district, in the immediate neighborhood where I live, within a ra
dius of 4 or 5milesfrommyhouse, there is turnedoutaproductofabout 
$2,000,000 of woolen cloths-so called. You flatter yourself that they 
are woolen cloths, and so they are, except so far us cotton is mixed 
in them; but the wool was worn by previous generations of sheep and 
may have been worn by two generations of men. These cloths are 
made from :rags, picked to shred and fiber in a shoddy-picker, and then 
handled like wool. This cloth bears the relation to other cloth that 
oleomargarine does to butter. 

Do you ask what these rags are? They are of all grades, carefully 
assorted; they are tailor's clippings from fine clothes which make a 
good "short staple" wool; but in this thrifty age nothing is lost and 
the shoddy mgs come back again. Said one of these manufacturers to 
me, ''I have seen my old shoddy goods come back here time and time 
again to be picked up and made into new cloth." These shoddies are 
the woolen cloths boastfully mentioned on the other side of the House 
that make the cheap suits in which the protected laborer is dressed. 
Why, sir, the cloth which the gentleman from Maine is wearing may 
have made a procession down from the really protected magnates oft he 
land and been worn by the commonest beggar shrinking from the sun. 

l\Ir. MILLIKEN. No, sir; this cloth was made in Maine, not in 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. These shoddy clothes are sold 
cheaply enough perhaps. Men may get their money's worth, for they 
are sold at prices that would not buy their weight in actual wool. 

The American laborer who bears with the farmer the real burden of 
taxes is not able to buy woolen cloth, but wears the wool that comes 
from the crop of old clothes. [Laughter and applause on the Demo
cratic side. J 

Mr. FARQUHAR. They wear more than the European laborers do. 
l\1r. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Perhaps they do. Laborers wear 

what they can get. I do not believe the gentleman knew until now 
that our laborers do not wear woolen cloth. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Three-fontbs of the cloth worn ·by the laborers 
of Europe is cotton and not woolen. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massac:Pusetts. The su~ject we are dLc;cur,sing is 
the duty on wool. [Laughter and applause.] 

J\.1r. FARQUHAR. I am talking about a. practical question. 
Ur. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I will so treat it. There are 

parts of Europe where men may be comfortable in cotton. If so, they 
do well to wear it. But in this country we have severe winters, with 
violent changes; the mercury fulls to zero, and men who wear the 
heaviest woolen gooda shiver. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. After all, l't1r. RUSSELL, the average of cloth 
worn by the laborers in this country is better in every way than is 
worn by the laborers of Europe. . 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. And it should be. Now, that 
the gentleman bas got to Europe, let me say something in regard to for
eign policy. We are the only civilized country ou the earth to-day 
that imposes a high duty on wool, except poor old-fashioned Spain, 
and she is an exporter of wools and we are not. England, Belgium 
France, and Germany took the duties oft of wool years ago. ' 

It is urged here that our people can not keep their flocks TVithont a. 
protection to wool; it is said our sheep will disappear; one will forget 

the taste of mutton. That is not the teaching of experience here or 
abroad. 

The high-priced lands of England, open to the co?lpetition of all man
kind, carry more sheep than in former days. The pastures of France 
have double the sheep they ha9. when wool was protected. 

No vote of mine would ever be given consciously against the inter· 
est of the American farmer, but I would take the duty off of wool, for 
I believe that ip less than a year the price of wool would advance be
cause the woolen manufacturer, freed from the tax on two-thirds of 
his raw material, would be better able to buy the other third. [Ap
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Sir. I have before said that the tariff of 1867 was the result of a com
bination of manufacturers and wool-men to shear mankind. Like C:::esar 
Augustus, they decreed that all the world, their world, should be taxed. 
There should be a prodigious duty on wool and a compensating duty on 
clo~h. It was :m abominable agreement. The Treasury did not need 
the tax, and both of the contemplated beneficia1ies were fairly pros
perous. The war was over and no revenue change was ever made upon 
such slight grounds. It brought its own punishment. It was an Ohio 
idea; but did flocks increase in Ohio under its action, or in any State 
east of the Mississippi? The census figures show an immediate and 
heavy decrease in those States. Yourt..'triff proved a hireling shepherd. 
Within a year wool began to decline and flocks to shrink, and in five 
years there was a falling off in the number of sheep in the older States 
of 20 per cent. 

They increased heavily west of the Mississippi River from new and 
unforeseen causes-the opening of free range by the extension of mil
roads and the disappearance of the Indian and his game from the new 
Territories. 

That was the only part of the country where sheep increased, and 
that was from advantages that proved to be temporary. 

l\Ir. GROSVENOR. It is an incorrect statement that the flocks of 
Ohio decreased under the act of 1867. 

Ur. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Does the gentleman from Ohio 
deny it? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I certainly do. 
Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Then I repeat it with a full re

sponsibility for the statement that between 1867 and 1871 the flocks of 
Ohio decreased. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And I say that is not true. 
l\Ir. RUSSELL, of Jllfassachusetts. And that they decreased every

where east of the Mississippi; and the gentleman can look up the facts 
and contradict and confute me before the House when he has the fig· 
ures. I speak from recollection, and I will trust my memory in the 
matter until the figures are quoted. Tariffs can not help wool on high· 
price<! land. A man who keeps sheep on land worth $100 an acre is a 
good husbandman; but he does not keep sheep for wool. He would 
keep them if the wool was worth no more than cow-hair or ben-feathers. 
[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 

I say this from an intimate knowledgeofthe business, for I am per
haps a larger wool-grower than the average in Ohio. In small flocks 
the wool product is a by-product. 

At the wool conference oflast winter, in the very shadow of the Cap
itol, with this great tariff, the Ohio men said they could not raise wool 
at 30 cents a pound. They surely can not if that is all the return a 
sheep makes; but there is a difference between sheep handled by an 
Ohio farmer and an Ohio politician, and we see that when the Ohio 
and Kentucky and Tennessee lambs come into Boston market and sell 
for twice as much as the ewes are worth on the farm with the wool on 
their backs. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 

Sheep-keeping in the older States is a matter of " mixed farming," 
and it will never disappear with or without tariff. It began with the 
twilight dawn ofhumanhistory on the plains of Asia, the primal, eldest 
pursuit of men. If you tax-layers had been in Judea in the days of 
King Herod you might have made it poorer, but still there would have 
been shepherds watching their flecks by night to hear and proclaim the 
glad tidings of great joy-peace and good-will to men. [Applause.] 
If you could devise protection from sheep-killing dogs you would do 
more good in your day and generation. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. F ARQUIIAR. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a qnes- . 
tion? 

Ur. RUSSELL, of Uassachusetts. You had an hour this morning. 
I listened to you. You made a. good speech. I did not interrupt you. 

1\Ir. FARQUHAR. I am always pleased to hear Mr. RuSSELL, and 
thn.t I may be better instructed, I wish to ask him a. question. 

1\Ir. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Very well, go on, but do not 
make a speech at the same tinle. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I notice the gentleman says he raises sheep not 
for wool; but is it not possible that be could not raise them for mut
ton? I take it that the gentleman raises fancy sheep. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts.· I do not like even to make an 
illustration from my own affairs, but I must reply to the gentleman 
that my flock is not ''fancy." A farmer keeps sheep iu "mixed hus
bandry" for various reasons. His product is lambs, mutton, and wool; 
it stands in that order. But there is another reason less understood by 
those not engaged in farming; that is the improvement of la.nd and 
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restoration of pastuxes. Sheep make new land, and in that sense we 
ha\·e the old Spanish proverb, "The sheep's foot is shod with gold." 
[ApplauEe on the Democratic side.] · 

lr. BOUTELLE. llowmany sheep does the gentleman from Massa
chusetts keep? 

Mr. RUSSELL, of 1\fassachusetts. I have not seen my fio~k this 
spring; and we are constan.tly changing. 

.l\lr. BOUTELLE. Tell us whether you have twenty-five or thirty. 
Mr. HUSSELL. of Massachusetts. I said I had more than the Ohio 

averao-e· we may· have twice as many as that average, which is not 
o•er ftftJr. · 

Now, sir, a word about sheep-raising on cheap lands un:der protection. 
I paid much attention to the wool-growers' conference last winter, but 
I did not see any of you there, and I have here a memorandum of the 
statement made by Mr. Burbank, of Texas, a flockmaster of the an
cient type, who ranges over 35,000 acres of land with 5,000 sheep. 
Think of it; 7 acres to a sheep-as large as a French farm. He rents 
the laud at 6 cents an acre. He paid four herders $21 a month each, 
out of which they boarded themselves, and yet Ohio onJy allows one 
man to 25 sheep. He found it hard to sell his wool at San Antonio at 

14 cents, for, though he allowed $1,300 forlambs, he could not get back 
his cost at the end of the yeal'. 

This was an intelligent, accurate man, well placed; his land could 
not be much cheaper and he bad superior sheep with product of wool 
above the average. What he wants is a better market for his wool, and 
that can not be had under the present conditions. 

This morning I received letters from the city of Lowell, so beauti
fullv described by my colleague [ 1r. ALLEN] in his recent speech, 
where when the day's work is done the rosy-cheeked factory girl trips 
from the brightly lighted :f.'l.Ctory hall: her pockets heavy with her 
day's wages and seeks her vine-embowered cottage. The news was that 
the Lowell Carpet Company had suspeuded operations. Of course the 
cry was raised that it was owing to the consideration of the tariff, the 
fear ot the passage of the pending bill. 

The treasurer of the corporation, in a letter to one of the Lowell pa
pers, denies this. · He shows that trade ~s moribund ~om various causes,_ 
and thinks it would be powerfully relieved by takmg the duty off of 
carpet wools ! ' 
. Mr.•PEUKI ~sand others rose to questions. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I will repeat, that it may be fully 
unuerstood that it appears that carpets can not be made by tbis strong, 
skillfully- managed corporatjon on account, principally, c.f the duty on 
carpet wools. An indefensible tax, no such wools being grown in this 
country. 

All the duty collected on such wool is a direct tax on every yard of 
carpeting made, and there is no way to evade it. 

Mr. PERKINS. I understood the gentleman to say that all the 
woolen manufacturers at the East had ~one into bankruptcy without 
exception in the last few years. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of :Massachusetts. You misunderstood me. I have 
not said so. . 

:Mr. PERKINS. What did the gentleman say? 
Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I have said over and again that 

the business was not prosperous, and I may say that many large and 
small manufacturers have become insolvent in the past ten years-some 
of them not once but two or three times. 

Mr. PERKINS. And that was in consequence of this tariff which 
gives to the wool-grower his protection? I would like to read an ex
tract from the speech of the gentlem~n from Texas [Mr. MILLS] an
swerino- the statement of the gentleman from Massachusetts. I want 
to put ~ne free-trader against another on that proposition. I want to 
show from the speech the profit-s of wool manufacturers, and then ask 
which is correct, free-trader l\IILLS or free-trader RussELL. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I can not yield my little time 
for such a purpose. · 

[Mr. PERKINS and others rising in much confusion and many ques
tions.] 

Mr. TILAND. I rise to a question of order. We can not bear; there 
is too much confusion. Let the Chair call the committee to order. 

The Chairman rapped to order, but before order could be restored Mr. 
RussELL, ofMassachusetts, 1\Ir. PERKINS, and others made remarks not 
heard by the Reporter. 

Mr. MILLS. This is a violation of our agreement, and I call upon 
gentlemen on their honor to carry out their agreement. 

Mr. BRUMM. Then why do you violate it every time you permit 
questions to be asked from your side? 

Mr. DAVIDSON. But this is not questioning; it is interruption. 
Mr. PERKINS. I, of course, recognize the fhct that the gentleman 

from Massachusetts has the floor, and without his permission I would 
not interrupt him. 

Mr. COWLES. He gave no permission for such interruption. 
Mr. REED. The chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means 

bas made an asseveration that our agreement bas been violated. As I 
watched the course of procee1ings here I heard the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. PERKiNs] request permission of the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts [Mr. RussELL] to ask a question. The gentleman from 

Massachusetts continued his remarks and then stopped, turning to the 
geutleman from Ka~sas, and permitted his question. What violation 
of agreement was there there? 

Mr. MILLS. It was not the gentleman from Kansas [:Mr. PERKINS] 
alone, but half a dozen gentlemen at once, interrupted the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. REED. He consented to it. · 
Ir. MILLS. He did not consent to the interruption of but one--

1\ir. RUSSELL, of l'lfassachusetts. ~lr. Chairman, I ha.ve an im
pression, somewhat shaken by events, that I have the floor; at least I 
had it. [Laughter.] I think I am more tolerant of interruption than 
any man in the House, and if my time was not limited I would refuse 
no gentleman. I yielded to the gentleman from Kansas because he 
was so persistent that I thought I could get through with him quicker 
by answering him, but he wished to interject matter into my speech 
that I think irrelevant, and requested me to reconcile my statement 
with something another gentleman bad said. 

Mr. PERKINS. I wanted to know if that gentleman was correct 
in his statement. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of 1\Ia...o:;sachusetts. I do not speak for the chairman 
of the Committee on Ways and Means. He is able to take ca.reof himself 
and answer any gentleman on thg.t side Of the House [applause on the 
Democratic side], and if the gentleman from Kansas wants to debate 
with him he can get plenty of opportunities. 

Mr. PERKINS and others. 1\Ir. Chairman--
l\fr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I must insist on having part of 

my time. Gentlemen see that I have no notes and evidently seek merely 
to break me up and prevent me from getting in my speech. 

Ur. PERKINS. I am afraid the gentleman bas neither' notes nor 
facts to sustain him. 
" lUr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I ask if it is right when a gentleman 
has the floor and is trying to be beard that be should be continually 
interrupted by questions aud noises hurled at him in this way? It is 
indecent. 

The CHAIRMAN rapped to order. 
Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I am willing to return to the 

qnestionsofthegentleman frol'n Kansas and explain more in detail what 
I said about the business of woolen manufacturing in Massachusett-s. I 
said in a speech the gentleman perhn.ps did not hear last month that 
there were towns in my district whose business was wool manufacturing 
tllat had not built a new mill since the tariff of 1846. When mills 
are burned they are left unrestored, and I made ot-her statements show-
ing the difficulties of the trade. -

As a proof of my statement I will quote l\Ir. Charles A. Beach, of 
Connecticut, a manufacturer of wide repute and large experience, who 
testified before the Committee of Ways and l\Ieans in the last Congress 
that the wool manufactories ofthe United States-not of Massachusetts, 
not of New England, but of the_United States- would not sell tor 25 
cents on the dollar of their original cost. I speak, and gentlemen can 
correct me in their o·wn time if I am wrong. One of the largest woolen 
corporations in the United St.,1.tes has been sold lately. The plant cost 
something like two millions, and it brought less than $300,000. 

l\rr. MORSE. Name it. 
l\Ir. RUSSELL, of .Massachusetts. It is the Washington. 
Mr. ARNOLD. Was not that mill worn out? 
Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. No doubt it was worn out, and 

so were the stockholders worn out. They bad not made money enough 
to keep up the machinery. . I could name other broken corporations 
and mills that are worn out, and their operatives, too. [Laughter on 
Democratic side.] 

I think the gentleman from RlJode Island [Mr. ARNOLD] knows 
what it is to buy woolen mills at bankrupt sales. [Renewed laughter.] 

l\Ir. Chairman, I see that my time is just expiring and I will con
clude. I would not have trespassed so long upon the time of the com
mittee if the gentlemen on the other side had not been so anxious for 
information. [Laughter.] I thank the committee for their courtesy. 

Ur. FITCH obtained the floor. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. FITCH] 

.was to occupy the remainder of the present hour, of which, however, 
only ten minutes remain. He desires to ask consent to occupy now 
thirty minutes, twenty minutes of which shall be taken from the end 
of the next hour. 

l\Ir. ALLEN, of Michigan. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry: 
The CHAIRMAN. This arrangement will not interfere with the 

time of the gentleman from Michigan LMr. ALLE.n] . nor with that of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL]. The Chai~· hears 
no objection. The gentleman from ~ew York [ll1r. FITCHl w1ll pro
ceed. Mr. FITCH (reading): 

THE TARili"F. -Unless the tariff men take hee<l, unless they conseut t-o a rational a _n<l consid-
erate adjustment of the tariff such as only can be made by the full light that a 
careful statistical study of the subject \Yill bring, I fear from them, more than 
from :my other source, a reaction which will bring us by and by into free trade 
and all its consequences of evil to lhe manufacturing interests of the count!·y. 

I desire to say that, in my judgment, it is not the best mo?e of defendmg a 
tariff t-o denounce every man who does not pronounce the shtbboleth after our 
fashion as an enemy of the taritf.-James A. Gm'field, July 13, 1868. 
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Mr. Chairman, in the brief rematks which I desire to make on the 

bill under consideration, in the spirit of the words which I have just 
read, I do not propose to discuss at length the argument<> wh:cb gentle
men on both sides of the House ha,ve already fully presented, r:or 
shall I attempt to review or to put a new meaning into the gr<!at 
mass of customs figures which have been so carefully prepared and ex
plained by the gentlemen who have preceded me. I do not intend 
io debate the question whether or not we shall have a tariff, or whether 
that tariff shall be one for protection or not. 

I assume that, whether this bill passes or not, we shall continue to 
have in this country a protective tariff, and that protective tariff, if it 
be fairly adjusted, if its burdens be distributed with justice so far as 
interests of my constituents are concerned, I expect to defend and ad 
vocate as long as I live. And as long as I live, whenever I find in the 
tariff laws or in any other of the laws which affect the people whom I 
represent anything which seems to me in any degree unfair or unjust, 
I shall not hesitate to advocate their revision and amendment. [Ap
plause.] I propose here to discuss at this time only what seems to me 
to be the question before the House, whether or not the present tariff 
and the free-list which accompanies it should remain unchanged during 
the existence of the Fiftieth Congress. 

In the discussion of this question I shall not attempt to imitate the 
gentlemen who have with such wonderful patience and industry ex
amined the views of the earlier Presidents and the construction of the 
tariff of 1789, and who have so carefully reviewed thewhole course of 
legislation on this subject since the foundation of the Republic. They 
have analyzed for you every fluctuation in the prices of our manufactures, 
fel.nd they hav~ accounted satisfactorily for each financial crisis in the 
history of the country. Every statesman who has in any way identi
fied himself with this question bas been quoted by them, and every 
text-book and essay on the subject has been examined. Each gentle
man has found in the same material the most convincing proof that his 
particular theory was correct and that of his opponent mistaken. 

For my part, · and with the utmost deference to the learning and 
ability of gentlemen who have spoken, I am forced to believe that, 
owing to the changes in transportation, invention of new machinery, 
the growth and development of the country, and improvements which 
have accomplished modern civilization here and all over the world, the 
problem presented to us is entirely different from that considered by 
the earlier contestants over these questions. It seems to me that no 
two countries in Europe are to-day more strikingly different in the 
manner in which their inhabitants live, their means of communication, 
and their business customs than are the United States of fifty years 
ago and the country and people whose interests we are considering here. 

I desire therefore to leave to other gentlemen who have done it so 
well the consideration of all the earlier precedents, and to speak only 
of what the Republican party in our day and generation has promised 
to do, and to consider what duties are incumbent on us here and now 
in connection with that promise. I propose also to speak of what I 
consider to be the interest of the people in my own district, whose con
dition and whose wants are naturallv better known to me than those 
of others. It can hardly be denied that the present tariff was largely 
made up in this way: Different interests in special districts sent in
formation . and delegations to Washington, urging the enactment of 
duties specially favorable to them, and sometimes elected Congressmen 
especially \vith a view to obtaining a protection which they deemed 
nece ary for their district. It is not probable that the views of the 
persons represented in this way were always unselfish, and it is possi
ble that the advocates of these particular interests were not unwilling 
to profit by taxes which bore unequally upon other sections of the 
country. 

It is easy to sny, and everybody says in the abstract, that we should 
legislatP. for our whole country and not tor sections of it, and that this 
bill should be considered as to its effect on the people at large and not 
on particul:l.r classes. But how has ili in fact been considered in this 
debate? One eloquent gentleman after another has told of the special 
needs of his district, and has protested solemnly against some proposed 
interference with the vested rights of his constituents in the present 
tariff. First of all, and above all, the gentlemen representing the 
farming interests have been heard. I have read, for instance, with 
profit, and almost with conviction, the argument of the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] for the continuance of the present 
tariff in alJ its parts for the protection of the farmers, who, it seems to 
him, are now insufficiently protected, and with equal interest have 
studied the seconding appeal of his colleague and my friend, Mr. 
BREWER, to the same effect. Nothing could have pleased me more than 
the touching tribute from the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McCo
MAS] to the virtuesofthe farming constituency, among which he is for
tunate to live, trnless it were the kindly offer of my genial and eloquent 
friend from Wisconsin [Mr. GuENTHER], the guardian of the Ameri
can infant, to put a duty of 4 cents per dozen on the fourteen million 
dozens of eggs which are now imported free of duty, and which we in 
New York eat and are obliged to pay for in order to protect the Ameri
can ben and her rural owner against the combined poultry of Europe. 

I concede willingly the truth of all that the gentlemen say in the 
praise of their country constituents. We in New York City have an 

intimate acquaintance with and a real liking for the New York State 
farmers, and will never willingly suffer them to be injured by any form 
of legislation if they will only be fair with us. It seems to us often 
that they hardly appreciate our friendship. It seems to us that they 
allow their representatives in the State Legislature to tr.eat us unfairly 
at Albany. From there, in their wisdom, these representatives regu
late our docks and control our s~eet openings; they :fix the height of 
our buildings and the depth of our sewers; they manage the quaran
tine in our harbor-and they arrange the rate of fare on our elevated 
roads. We are relieved by their kindness from any particular responsi
bility or trouble about our local tax leyy, and they improve, as seems 
to them necessary from time to time, the charter of our city. Above 
all, our morals and personal habits and the manner of our observance 
of the Sabbath are their especial care. [Laughter.] 

They study with great personal attention the errors of our metrop
olis, and they prepare yearly new and elaborate schemes for our reforma
tion. They vote enthusiastic indorsements of home rule in Ireland 
and explain to us at the same time that New York is hardly :fitted to 
govern itself. We recognize the truth of all the praises which have 
been bestowed on the f~mers in this debate by almost every gentleman 
who has spoken, but we will never let pass any opportunity to ask them 
to treat their city neighbors and friends more kindly. And while their 
interests in this bill are so carefully watched and protected, it is per
haps not unfair that one of us from the city should glance over his dis
trict and see if there are no people of whom we can say, as my eloquent 
friend from Iowa [l\1r. HENDERSON] said of the farmers, that they are 
"hard-working, earnest, intelligent, frugal, and moral," and whose in
terests may deserve some degree of consideration in connection with 
this bill. 

The upper part of the city of New York is mainly a residence dis
trict. The majority of the people who live there live on fixed incomes 
paid them as salaries or wages every month, or by the proceeds of pro
fessionai employment in w bich their incomes are limited. Some of 
them are architects, artists, clergymen, clerks in banks, insurance and law 
offices, journalists, musicians, lawyers, physicians, teachers, book-keep
ers, railroad employes, drivers, conductors, policemen, firemen, tele
graph and telephone operators, salesmen, mechanical engineers, civil 
engineers, stenographers, printers, and skilled mechanics of aU sorts 
not employed in industries which have protection under the present 
tariff. 

In that district lives, too, an army of deserving women who earn 
their living by unprotected labor, and often that of others dependent 
upon them. There is perhaps a necessity within the course of this 
long debate that somebody should say a word for these people. The 
farmer has his eloquent advocate trained in the county and State fairs, 
who is in arms to defend every product of his ground. The workmen 
in factories and the manufacturers have their special advocates, who lie 
awake at night to study their interests and whose voices have been 
heard here every day since the beginning of this session, asking for one 
measure or another for their protection. Almost every class has had 
its advocates here, except perhaps the millionaires, whom nobody will 
own to represent, and who have no friends in this House. 

Suppose, as examples of the class of people to whom I refer in the 
city of New York, we take the policeman, who guards our houses; the 
fireman, w bo will risk his life for our children; the reporter and the 
printer, who spend the night in preparing our morning papers; the 
carrier, who brings it through all kinds of weather, and the locomotive 
engineer on the elevated railroad, who takes us up and down town. 
These classes of workmen have no direct protection. They are not 
overpaid, nor is their life more luxurious than it ought to be. The 
money which they draw at the end of every month is not more than 
they need, and they are often sorely pinched to buy even the taxed 
doll to fill the taxed Christmas stocking or to pay for the taxed medi
cine necessary for any member of the family. 

Perhaps an impartial examination may show that these people are as 
intelligent, as patriotic, and as deserving of consideration in the mat
ter now before the House as are the Rhode Island mill operators or the 
Kansas farmers. Their wishes and views may be even as important to 
the Republican party. If you are to get any Republican votes in New 
York City you must get them from these people. These classes gave 
you under the wise management of Arthur votes enough to keep down 
the Democratic majority in the city so that a Republican President was 
elected by the vote of the State of New York. They gave in my dis
trict a Republican an election to Congress, largely because his Demo
cratic opponent refused to support any measure of tariff reform, and 
voted against the consideration of the Morrison bill. 

You can hardly afford to pass these voters over in your desire to con
ciliate the factory operatives and the farmers, unless, indeed, you have 
decided to elect your candidate without the vote of New York State. 
I ba,ve bad it explained to me tha.t this can easily be done. It is a favor
ite theory apparently of the same gentlemen who have decided that 
the city workingmen who gave the most outspoken and determined 
free-trader in this co.untry, Mr. Henry George, 68,000 votes at an elec
tion w ben we could only get 60,000 for so good a candidate as Theodore 
Roosevelt, are wild with enthusiasm for the absolute maintenance of 
the present tariff; and of those other wise leaders of the party whose 
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declared policy is to alienate the German voters who are still true to 
'ale Republican party, in order toJ>lease the Prohibitionists, who laugh 
nt their concessions and have always sought and always will seek the 
downfall of that party. 

I for one all). not willing to accept such theories or acknowledge such 
leadership. In the interest of the Republican party, and in the inter
est of common fairness, I propose to ask gentlemen on this side of the 
House to consider for a moment how the present tariff, which we have 
promised to revise, now affects the people whom rhave described,.and 
to consider what they pay taxes on in the general distribution of the 
customs taxes now in force. 

They pay upon everything. Look for a moment at what they eat. 
There is a tariff duty on beef, on pork, hams and bacon, butter and 
lard, cheese, molasses, grapes, wheat flour, oats, corn meal, rye, bar
ley, potatoes, raisins, vinegar, honey, rice and rice meal, sugar, extract 
of meat, pickles, currants, apples, salt, and condensed milk. The list 
is substantially an inventory of the stock of the grocery store at which 
they buy. There is a duty on the coal which warms them, on their 
co9king and household utensils, on their entire clothing from their hats 
to their stockings, on the medicines given them when they are sick, 
and on the roofs over their beads. Wha.t the professional men object 
to pay is shown by a letter which I will ask to have printed as n part 
of my remarks: 

NEW YoRK, May 15, 1888. 
To Hon. A.sHBEL P. FrTcrr, M . C.: 

I beg to address you as a. membep interested in the revision of the tarLff. 1\Iy 
plea. is in behalf of instruments used in scientific medicine, which is the same 
as saying that they contribute to the exact information of the profession a t 
large, and are without money profit to the possessor. 

I can make you understand me by citing my O"'Vn case. 
For six years I have been pathologist to the New York Foundling Asylum, 

making post-mortem examinations for purposes of study upon the children 
that die, and recording the findings in detail. I have contributed to the pro
fessional stock of exact records nearly 1,500 cases. These are available for all 
time to the profession for reference. 

.A. complete case for purposes of study consists in a carefully-recorded clinical 
history, with po.Jt-mornm findings and microscope examination of the struct
ural charges in the tissues of the organs. 

Now, it is the expert work of the pathologist to make the examinations, both 
gross and microscopic, of the ravages of disease, and it is upon this kind of 
work that medicine is to advance to the di!rnity of a.n exact science. 

For my microscope I sent to Jena, where are made the best instruments for 
my work. At the factory it cost $94; to get it out of the custom-house 40 per 
cent. more. 

Later I sent for an oil emersion lens, and paid $80 at the factory, 40 per cent. 
more at the custom-house. 

Hermann Katsch, of Berlin, makes a.n instrument called microtome, for cut 
ting infinitely thin sections or shavings from the surface of a piece of an organ 
of the body, hardened in alcohol. Herr Katsch is the only man in the world 
who makes this particular variety of the instrument. To prepare a section thin 
enough for careful study under the high powers of the microscope, this mech
anism is necessary. To get this microtome from the custom-house I had to wait 
two weeks and pay ad uty of 40 per cent. on its factory price. 

The celebrated Dr. Koch, of Berlin, published a report of the cholera. commis
sion, conducted under the auspices of the Government. .A.t most twenty men in 
this country could require this work., and th~y must needs pay 25 per cent. duty 
to get it from the custom-house after paying its publisher's price and freight. 
What use could this report be to these scientists? To aid them in maturing 
methods of recognizing the disease when it appeared on ship-board in our har
bors; to devise means to suppress it; to prot-ect the country. 
It was to the expert work of one such scientist that the city of New York 

must give its gratitude .. that a certain steam-ship just developing cholera among 
its steerage passengers was detained at quarantine and the city esc.1.ped over
whelming infection. 

For Koch's report he paid 25 percent. duty and never received anything from 
the city or Government. 

'Vheu we look up from our L<tbomtory tables, microscopes, microtomes, a.nd 
alcohol-taxed to suffocation-and read in the papers of the United States Treas
ury filled to suffocation, we refiect:tha.t our scientific work takes much time, 
brings no :m.oney return. increases our outgoes, and has not even the encourage
ment of the Government nor laity. 

Respectfully yonrs, 
DR. WILLIAM PERRY NORTHRUP. 

Is it unfair to ask for these people a little consideration? Grant that 
we are to have a protective tariff; must we have this particular one 
forever? 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE], whose argument against 
this bill has interested me· great.ly, said the other day, "Human wis
dom has never devised statutes of taxation or methods of industrial 
development which are not subject to just criticism." I can not put 
in any better words my conviction that this tariff is a fair subject of 
discussion. We had lately a Republican President, under whose able 
and skillful management the Republican pn,rty·was an important fac
tor in political affairs in New York City, and who gained for us the last 
victory which our party has had in the city of New York. Few men 
knew the people of that city of all classes as well as he did. He had 
been collector at the port of New York and knew well the practical 
effect of the tariff, and he said in his message: · 

I recommend an enlargement of the free-list so as to include within it the nu
merous articles which yield inconsiderable revenue, a simplification of the com-

l~I~ ~h~~~~o~~e:,ti:~~~~de ~!etu~:J ~~bs~~t:!t ;::::;~:;u:/fh~d~{<{: 
upon those articles, and upon sugar, molasses, wool, and woolen goods. 

On such Republican doctrines as that I am satisfied to rest. On such 
Republican doctrines as that we can ask for votes in the city of New 
York from the clas es I have spoken of, and we will not then be forced 
to stand and defend, before people who e monthly wages hardly suffice 
for their necessary expenses, a tariff which imposes 25 per cent. on In-

dia-rubber boots and shoes and 10 per cent. on precious stones. [Ap. 
plause.] 

The commerce of New York, where most of the customs duties are 
collected, w bile it asks in vain· for the money which is necessary to im
prov.e the water ways where $147,000,000 of our revenue is collected 
every year, pays cheerfully taxes which are used to keep up custom
houses where nothing is ever collected, and to carry the mn.ils on routes 
which use up the great profits of the city offices, to build harbors in 
Texas, where a sailor who happened to be stranded would be lost and 
lollP...some, to improve rapids in Tennessee which no one but the lum
berman ever sees, and to dredge out creeks in Georgia which the Gov
ernment engineers who are given charge of the work spend a month 
in trying to find. J o.st so the people of the city of New York, sooner 
than object in any way to the pr.otective tarlft', which they believe to 
be, if properly laid and fairly administered, for the good of the whole 
country, have paid without objection and cheerfully, on everything 
they use or touch or handle, from the beginning, these customs duties 
for the benefit of the manufacturer and his employe and the long-suf
fering farmer. The time has now come when a revision of the tarift 
has been promised by both.parties, and when the present duties yield 
so large a. revenue that its further accumulation has become admittedly 
dangerous. Is it strange that at this time and under these circumstances 
they ask that a readjustment, partially at least, in their interest, may 
take place? And is it unreasonable to ask that a tariff which puts jew
elry at 25per cent. and oil-cloth for tenement-hottse floors at 40 per cent. 
ad valorem; which brings in sil,rer-plated harness at 35 per cent. and 
children's cotton stockings at 40 per cent.; under which India shawls 
of the finest quality pay 40 per cent. and common woolen shawls 86 per 
cent., should be modified? On the theory of protecting or pleasing the 
manufacturing laborer and the farmer the mass of people in .my district 
in the city of New York have paid for many years, each of them, out 
of money which they can ill spare, more for their meals, their shelter, 
their clothes, and their medicines than these things ought to cost them . 

The appreciation and kindly feelings which exist towards us in re
turn from the most highly protected manufacturers is shown by the 
remarkinthisdebateofthegentlemanfromPennsylvania,:Mr. O'NEILL, 
speaking in opposition to this bill, that "New York is in a large meas
ure a foreign city. " It is true, of course, that New York bas many 
foreign-born citizens, and among them are a large number who bear 
the name of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. [Laughter and ap
plause.] All of us in this country are foreign-born or are the descend
ants of European immigrants. \Yhoever speaks deprecatingly of the 
patriotism of the citizens who came to this country by choice and not 
by accident throws thereby a doubt on the integrity of that ancestor of 
his who first took the oath of allegiance to the United States. 

I have little regard for the man who contrasts his own patriotism 
with that of his grnndfather, to the disadvnntage of the lntter. It is 
true, too, that a visitor from Philadelphia, when he first steps into the 
busy streets of New York and sees the movement of the commerce of 
a continent, when he enters first into the life and amusement of a city 
as interesting as London and as charming as Paris, may easily feel that 
he has passed a boundary line, and is in another country than his own. 
[Laughter.) Bo.t if the gentleman meant, as be probably did, that 
New York was a foreign city in the sense of being un-American, he was 
simply as much mistaken: as he would have been if he had said that 
William Penn was a native American, or that the German settlers in 
Pennsylvania, and their children, were not as good and patriotic citi-
zens of this country as we are. . 

Now when we ask of the manufacturers who are represented by our 
kindly critic, Mr. O'NEILL, n fulfillment of the Republic.'l.n promise to 
remedy the admitted irregularities of the tariff, they say that if we 
rouch one article in the present dutiable list, if we add one article to 
the present free-list the whole protection sche!lle is in danger. Let me 
answer them by a quotation again from .General Garfield, in the debate 
on the duty on coal, on March 10, 1871, in this House: 

I was surprised at a remark of the distinguished gentleman from l'llichi,gan. 
He asserted that there is no item in the whole tariff that can stand alone on itl'l 
own :merits, but that all must be taken in n. lump in order to stand. That coal 
must take salt by the hand, and they, too, must take something else by the hand; 
and thus a.U interests unite with all forces before they can make a stand before 
the country. If this remark be true it strikes a blow at t.he whole ta.rLff system, 
a blow I am not willing to strike. I am unwilling t.o admit that bad taxes must 
be tied to good ones and thus be kept afloat. 1 think it unwise to continue 
this duty on coal, and I am therefore in favor of its 1·epeal. 

That, gentlemen, was the view of the last Republican President when 
a member of this Honse. I quote him always with peculiar pleasure, 
for he was one of the Republican candidates who could not only excite 
great enthusiasm in his own party and among his personal friends, but 
who could get votes enough from the business people who care little 
for politics to be elected to office. It seelllil to me that General Gar
field fully answeretl that objection, but the hlgbly protected manu
facturers have endless objections. They seem to think that they are to 
have a monopoly of objections. We must not ask for cheaper veg
etnbles in the city; the farmer objects. We must not want cheaper 
clothes; the wool-grower objects. We must not ask for cheaper car
pets or household utensils; the manufactmer objects. 'Ve must not 
ask for cheaper coal; the mine·owner objects. We must not claim 
cheaper sugar or rice; the planter objects. 

--
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Well, for one, I for my district of consumers, object to this chorus 

of objection. We do not own sheep; we can not raise nee or vegeta
bles or sugar; we mine no coal in the Thirteenth district of New York. 
If every interest in this country which is protected is to come here and 
cry out at any proposed addition to the free-list or reduction of the 
tariff taxes, in the interest of the great principle of protection, we, in 
o:ur turn, shall ask that our monthly wages and the limited incomes 
on which many of us must live shall have the protection promised us 
by both political pla.t.forms, and_ that not by and by, but now and in 
the Fiftieth Congress. 

We shall ask this courteously and modestly now. If we are met only 
by selfish and determined refusals the request will have to be made 
more emphatically. Certainly we are willing to have a protective tariff, 
but we do not want an unreasonable and an unchangeable tariff. We 
want a tariff which shall protect where protection is needed, and a free
list which shall give us the necessaries of life on terms that are at least 
fair to all. 

Gentlemen say that the tariff builds up a home market. Very good. 
In the residence district of New York City we are the home market; 
we use our monthly pay the whole year around to buy your goods. 
Now that you have an opportunity, now that you can afford it, now 
that you have promised it, be fair to your home market. Show us by 
timely and reasonable concessions that you are not entirely selfish, and 
we will, as we have heretofore, go on cheerfully paying more for every 
thing which we use than we think the goods ought to cost us. 

The answer to this seemingly reasonable demand on our side of the 
House seems to be this in substance: It is true that the tariff ought to 
be revised. The party platform promised it; the last Republican Presi
dent and his Secretaries advised it; the party conventions in many 
States have agreed to it; but it must be done only by the Republic..w 
party in a House of which that party shall have a majority. 

There are two objections to this answer: 
First. It is a postponement, an indefinite postponement of something 

which was promised four years ago, and ought to have been done be
fore now. Whatever hopes gentlemen may have of the future, no one 
can say when we shall be strong enough to make and carry through by 
Republir.an votes alone a reTision of the tariff. If you are to read out 
ofthe party everybody who reminds you of your promises, or who has 
any of the old Republican habits of free speech and candid criticism, 
perhaps you may never be strong enough to control the House. [Ap
plause.] Even if the fall elections should return a majority of Repub
licans, nearly a year and a half must elapse before the Fifty-first Con
gre s can even meet, and if a tariff debate like this should then ensde, 
eertainly two years must pass before the present tariff can be changed. 
And it is more than probable that even then the highly protected indus
tries would still find some new reason why action should be postponed 
for another indefinite period, and that their representatives would vote 
again as many gems of poetry and prosaic tables of figures as we have 
heard for the last two weeks to demonstrate that the slightest altera
tion of the s:1cred tariff for the relief of the people, on whom some por
tions of it weigh heavily, would end forever the prosperity of the coun
try. 

And it is still more likely that gentlemen who are interested in the 
preservation intact of tbe present tariff would claim that the election 
of a Republican House was a verdict of the people against any reyjsion 
whatsover. [Laughter.] 

For my part I desire to consider this question now, in the Congress 
to which I was elected partly for the purpose of considering it. Whether 
the Fifty-first or Fifty-second or Fifty-third Congresses are to be Repub
lican or Democratic, what their action may be in the changed circum
stances under which they may meet, is something which concerns me 
at present very little. I propose to do what I can-recognizing how 
very little it is-towards fulfilling the promises of the party on this 
subject now, when I have an opportunity. [Applause. ] 

Second. It is an unpatriotic answer to the reasonable demand that our 
promises to refortn the tariff be fulfilled to say that as a condition prece
dent we must :first have a success of our own party. If the revision is 
right, if it is in the interest of the business and development of the 
country, as our conventions and our leading statesmen have said it was, 
I for one am willing to make it, whether there is any political capital 
in it or not. 

It is a business question more than a political question, and it is a 
business question on which we are committed. 
If a revision of the tariff is necessary, it seems to me to be as absurd 

to vote against it on party grounds as it would be to oppose tbe ad
mittedly necessary approp1·iations for the Government because they are 
prepared in a Democratic committee and proposed to a Democratic 
House. 

I am one of those who were disappointed tbat we have as yet before 
us no Republican bill to reform the tarifL I do not forget the excel
lent bill putting coal, sugar, molasses, rice, wool, and some raw ma
terials on the free-list, introduced by my Republican friend from Min
nesota [Mr. NELSON], whose 43,000 votes at the last election demon
strate what a hold on his people his fidelity to their interests has given 
him. I admired his speech and I would gladly vote for his bill. But 
I mean that I had hoped that before this we would have had submitted 

to ns a bill put forward by authority, framed by gentlemen whose 
length of service and great ability :fitted them for such a task, a. bill in 
regard to which all of us would have been consulted, in which our 
varying views could have been compromised, a bill in which all of us 
would have yielded something to reach a common agreement. 

For such a bill, framed by such high authority, perfected by such 
consultation, and giving to the people of our city some of the benefits 
to which we think they are entitled, even if it did not give us all which 
we could desire, I would have given my support mo t heartly. In
stead of such a bill, those of us who think that the rei'orm of the tariff 
is a business question, and who are committed to its support, are given 
so far only an eloquent denunciation of the manner in which this bill 
under consideration was made. For myself, I do not know that I 
care particularly how it was made or who made it. If the gentle
men who denounce its authors and the place where it was constructed 
will prepare, in a manner in their judgment more suitable for the pur
pose, a better bill than this one, I shall certainly be glad to give my 
support to their measure in preference to any other. But if I am 
asked to oppose this bill, not so much on account of its contents as on 
account ofits history, I must decline to doso, even if I stand alone on 
this side of the House. 

The history of the bill before it came before us is as immaterial t o 
me as was tbe political history of the voters who sent me here before 
their apEearance at the polls. I did not decline their suffrages on ac
count of their antecedents, and if 6,500 of them could afford to forget 
their Democracy and giYe that district to a Republican I can in my 
turn forget the origin of this bill in the consideration of the question 
whether it is in the interest of my district and in the line of what I 
claimed in the canvass to be the belief of my party and my own belief. 
There is something better than Republicanism or Democracy, and that 
is common honesty. I have insisted, over and over for years in my 
district, that the Republican party was committed to tariff reform. I 
have attacked, in the canvass, my Democratic opponent for doing ex
actly that which gentlemen here propose that the Republican party 
should do. If the gentlemen in charge of the party interests on this 
floor propose to abandon the position which I and others have defended 
and insisted upon, it is not for me to criticise their wisdom; but I can 
not recognize their authority to make me give up the convictions which 
were good Republican doctrine when I adopted them and to break 
promises which I feel bound in honor to ful:fill. 

I can not as yet know in what shape this bill will come before us for 
:final action. I believe that it should be amended in many particulars 
before it is passed, and I have submitted and shall submit some amend
ments which seem to me necessary. I can not as yet know whether 
or not a Republican substitute will be offered, or if there be one what 
it will cover. This much, however, I know now, that whenever I have 
an opportunity to vote for any measure which seems to offer the relief 
which I believe my people are entitled to have, and which I have my
self for years insisted should be given them, I shall not fail to vote in 
their interest and for my own convictions, wiihout regard to the conse
quences of my vote to myself. [Applause.] 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I yield one minute to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, when I requested the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. RussELL] to permit me to interrupt him my 
object was to make a statement which would have relieved him very 
greatly from seeming, if not intentional, misrepresentation of a fact to 
which his statement related. I wanted to say to him, and I now avail 
myself of the courtesy of the gentleman from Michigan to make the 
statement, that he who undertakes to make a comparison of :figures 
between 1867 and 1861 as to the sheep flocks of Ohio and then under
takes to apply those figures to a solution of the effect of the tariff re
vision of 1867 upon that industry errs very greatly in the force of his 
argument. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 
1\Ir. ALLEN, of Michigan. I yield the. gentleman another minute. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. The tariff of 1867 found the sheep flocks of 

Ohio of a character not :fitted for the production of wool; they were 
killed and sold in varions ways. As rapidly as new grades of sheep 
could be imported and bred the flocks of sheep grew up in Ohio, and 
steadily improved in numbers until 1883. I have included in the 
speech which I had the honor to make a table showing the exact num
ber of sheep' in Ohio, the steady growth of ihe flock up to 1884, and 
their steady diminution from 1884 to the present time. I place these 
statements as matters of fact against the mere flippalit declaration or
the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

[1\Ir. ALLEN, of Michigan, withholds his remarks for revision. See 
APPENDIX. ] 

1\Ir. DALZELL. I had no intention to take any part in this discus
sion. My name is not on the Speaker's list, and I have the .floor now 
only by the courtesy of the gentleman from Kansas [.Mr. RYAN], who 
yielded to me a portion of hi~ time. 

I do not rise to make a speech in defense of the protective system, 
but to correct some gross misstatements of fact that have been made 
on the floor of this House in respect to certain of the industries of my 
district, to expose in their true light tbe illogical, inconsequential, and 
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basurd conclusions sought to be drawn from those misstatements, and 
to resent impertinent intrusion into the private affairs of certain of 
my constituents and misrepresentations in respect thereto. 

I fin·d the text for the few remarks that I propose to make in the very 
extraordinary screed read on the floor of this Honse on Friday last by 
the gentleman who represents the Erie district of Pennsylvania. I 
call it extraordinary because, for one rea-son, the gentleman saw fit 
therein to class himselfwith statesmen, and at the same time to char
act€rize as a ''demagogue with his month full of catch-words," and 
" a Bourbon," every member of that very large and very respectable 
class that does not believe that political economy is an exact science, or 
that the gentleman from Erie is a statesman. [Laughter on the Re
publican side.] 

I shall not stop to discuss his claims to that lofty title nor to explore 
with a precision which might prove distasteful so as exactly to locate 
"a demagogue with his mouth full of catch-words." The American 
people may very safely be left to pass judgment on that question, and 
history generally manages to locate public men in their proper places 
without the use of such men's own yard-sticks. 

Nor shall I stop to discuss the learned propositions of constitutional 
law to which the gentleman holds. I prefer not to measure swords 
with him in that arena. With respect to the constitutional right to 
levy a protecth·e tariff I am a Bourbon to the extent that the origin o! 
the Constitution, the practice of the Republic for a hundred years, the 
opinions of the fathers, and the decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
United States are amply satisfying to my conservative mind. 

But I would like to know who it was that told the gentleman that 
Thomas Jefferson ever said any such thing as he puts into his mouth 
as having been said in answer to Alexander Hamilton when, as the 
gentleman states, Hamilton and Washington were engaged in "build
ing up a business aristocracy as an important part of a projected gov
ernment of corruption and splendor.'' I say to the gentleman that 
whoever gave him the information played on his credulity; that Thomas 
Jefferson, in his sixth annual message to Congress, in 1806, discussing 
the question of a surplus, put the pertinent inquiry, "Shall we suppress 
the impost and give the advantage to foreign over domestic manufaet
ures?" And I would be further pleased to be advised in what edition 
of American history the gentleman found it recorded that the Presiden
tial campaign of 1 00 was fought on the issue of protective tariff and 
settled on the gentleman's side ''by the American people in favor of 
Thomas Jefferson and the Constitution." I fear that somebody again 
has been playing on his credulity. [Laughter on the Republicanside.] 

But when the gentleman leaves those departments of statesmanship 
which involve history and philosophy and quotation and gets down to 
a description of the present bill, I do not find so much fault with him. 

I find that the bill bas been fl'amed in the interest of the whole people, and 
for two purposes. 

A MEMBER. Who says that? 
:M:r. DALZELL. I am reading from the speech of the gentleman 

from the Erie district. 
First, to stay the mounting surplus in the Treasury, and, second, to relieve 

the overburdened industries of the country from exces ive taxation, the pro
ceeds of which do not pass into the Treasury. but go directly to the support of 
grasping monopolies, which are for the most part combined in utterly inde
fensible and atrociously oppressive trusts. 

We shall find a little later on that the statesman from Erie is the 
inveterate and unrelenting foe of monopolies and the enthusiastic 
champion of the wage-worker and of the rights of labor. [Laughter. J 
Now, the method by which this twofold benign purpose is to be accom
plished is also twofold. Our industries are to be relieved and our labor 
interests advanced by throwing open to the world our markets with 
respect to\Certain things to be put upon the free-list, and the revenue 
is to be decreased by lowering the import duties 7. 7 per cent. ; so that 
the imports that are now kept out by the present tariff may come in 
in an ever-increasing-lstream under the new. I do not believe that I 
need discuss that part of the gentleman's position, because I am again 
Bourbon enough to believe that history repeats itself; and as all ex
perience in the past discloses that lower import duties mean increased 
revenue, so I believe that all experience in ,the future will disclose the 
same thing. 

But I come down now to that in which I am particularly interested, 
and which in all probability prompted my appearance on the floor to
day. The statesman from Erie asserts that the proposition that pro
tection gives a home market to the farmer is, to use his eleg~t lan
guage, "a fallacy and a fraud," and he illustrates his position by 
supposing a case, namely, that of a farmer in tbe neighborhood of the 
Edgar Thomson Steel Works, at Braddock, in my district, and this, as 
I say, is the point at which I begin to have some interest. As I have 
lived within sight of Braddock Field for nearly twenty years, and in 
sight ofthe Edgar Thomson Steel Works ever since they were erected, 
-~ may be permitted to say that the illustration of the gentleman con
tains not a line or a letter consistent with truth. [Laughter on the 
Republican side.] 

The fact is that. he could by no pos-sibility have selected an illustra
tion which would more thoroughly and effectually refute his theory. 
Industrious farmers near the Edgar Thomson S~el Works have bet)n 

affected as farmers always have been, are now, and always will be, by 
the planting of a manufacturing establishment in their midst. 

They are no longer obliged to raise wheat or to come into competi
tion with Mark Lane, London. The teeming population of the steel
works furnishes to them a market, and a market such as they never 
had before, and for products that they could never sell before-for all 
sorts of garden truck, vegetables, milk, butter, and all that sort of thing. 
If the statesman from Erie did not know that, he was grossly ignorant; 
if he was not grossly ignorant, his is a bad case of moral strabismus. 
[Laughter on the Republican side.] 

But when he pursues his illustration further, to the extent of pictur
ing the farmer, discouraged but not disheartened, struggling to pay 
off the mortgage upon his farm which cost him $100 an acre, the ridic
ulousness of his illustration becomes sublimely grotesque. The men 
who bought their farms in the neighborhood of Braddock for $100 an 
acre have long since sold them at$2,000 an acre. The statesman from 
Erie [laughter], if he wanted to buy an acre there, would find it dif
ficult to buy one anywhere within miles of the Edgar Thomson Steel 
Worke, on the banks of the Monongahela River, or in the valley of 
•.rurtle Creek, for $2,000 an acre. 

But, to pursue the gentleman's illustration, my heart fairly bled for 
this industrious farmer (who must have been a neighbor of mine) when 
he found himself obliged to pay 3.3 cents a pound for a steel beam. 
[Laughter.] What the farmer wanted the steel beam for the states
man from Erie did not explain. [Renewed laughter.] But, thinking 
it over, I consoled myself with the idea that he probably did not want 
many pounds and that possibly he had something left out of the 
$2,000 that he got for the last acre that he sold. 

The fact is, Mr. Chairman, that the erection of the Edgar Thomson 
Steel Works has changed Braddock from a straggling village into a 
busy town, filled with an intelligent, industrious, cheerful, and pros
perous population; a town wherein there are two national banks, hand
some stores, paved streets, an opera house, and a public library founded 
by the munificence of Mr. Andrew Carn~gie. 

Mr. SCOTT. Out of proceeds plundered from the American peo
ple [applause on the Democratic side]; contributed as a part of the 
plunder to secure the $500,000 that he admitted to me he had put in 
his pocket in one year. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I had no idea that I had hurt the 
gentleman half so badly thus far. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 
I hope he will try to keep his temper. 

Ir. SCOTT. I will ans~er you if the Honse will give me the time. 
l\Ir. DALZELL. But the misapprehension of the statesman from 

Erie as to what he was talking about when he made use of this illus
tration is mild a-s compared with his delusion when he talks about the 
profits of the steel company and the percentage of wages paid to their 
employes. It is just at this point (and the gentleman has only this 
moment illustrated it) that his moral strabismus becomes actually piti
able. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

In estimating the cost of manufacture, and therefore the manufact
urer's profit, the statesman from Erie ignores altogether $20,000,000 of 
invested capital. [Laughter.] He omits any allowance for deprecia
tion of plant, for insurance, for taxes, for repairs, for transportation, 
for commissions. He allows nothing even for the cost of fuel to fur
nish the steam power, and he omits, according to his own confession, 
the cost of spiegeleisen, an element necessary to be used in the manu
facture of steel rails. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will it interrupt the gentleman it' I ask him 
a question? 

Mr. D.A.LZELL. Well, I am not dealing now with anybody but 
the statesman from Erie; the statesman from Ohio may come further 
along. [Laughter.] ' 

It must therefore be absolutely and mathematically true that the 
figures he gives as to cost and profits are deceptive and unreliable. To 
snit his own purposes he further puts a fancy figure upon steel rails, 
namely $37.50, when the report of his own committee, which he signs, 
puts it at $31.50. 

Mr. SCOTT. Here are your own figures on the price of steel rails. 
Mr. DALZELL. I do hope the gentleman will keep his temper. 

[Laughter.] Add now to the cost of a ton of steel rails at $26.79, the 
gentleman's own figures, the omitted items of cost, and t..'tke 6 off his 
selling price, and then, having solved that problem, define for me the 
difference between a statesman and a demagogue. [Laughter and ap
plause on the Republican side.] His figures as to the percentage of 
wages to the cost of production are even wilder, if that were possible, 
than those he bas already given us. He seems to assume that Bes-se
mer pio--iron grows on the trees at the Edgar Thorn on furnace, and 
even then he does not allow anything for the labor of picking it. 
[Laughter.] 

All the tignres that relate to labor, beginning with the ore in the 
mine, its loading and unloading; with the coal in the hills, its mining, 
its carriage to the coke oven, its transformation into coke, its transpor
tation to the place of consumption-aU the various figu res that go to 
make a ton of Bes--emer steel represent very little more than labor, are 
suppressed; and the absurd conclusion is announced that the percent· 
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age oflabor to the selling price is 10.9 per cent. Why, the first figure 

. in his calculation is $18 1or a ton of Bessemer pig; and he knows-I 
think he knows-that of the $18, $16.50 represent labor; and he de
liberately left that out in his calculation when he read his screed in the 
House. 

Mr. SCOTT. There is a duty of$6.72 a ton on pig-iron and $17 on 
steel rails. Does the gentleman forget that? 

Mr. DALZELL. I do not. 
Mr. SCOTT. Then he is mi..~tating and miqrepresenting the facts. 

Recollect that there is a duty of $6.72 a ton on pig-iron and $17 on 
steel rails, making $23.72. 

Mr. DALZELL. Yet the statesman from Erie, when he comes to 
boasting, contradicts himself. He tells us that from his practical ex
perience of a. third of a. century in coal-mines, labor there gets 70 to 85 
per cent. of the selling price of the product. I suppose that must have 
been coal not mined to be made into coke or to go to steel works. 
With respect to his figures representing wages of coal-miners, which 
you will find in his speech in the RECORD, I was told to-day by an in
telligent and competent miner that if any such wages were ever paid 
they were exceptional. 

I hope the gentleman is listening to me now, because I aflirm that if 
those wages ever were paid, they were paid at Scott Haven, in Pennsyl
vania, in store orders upon a truck store, kept in violation of the laws 
of Pennsylvania, by means of which the employer is enabled to rob his 
employes. 

The gentleman's figures as to the steel beams are just as inaccurate 
as his other figures, for the reason that lie starts to get the final result 
with the steel-rail figures as a premise, and of course the result must be 
as incorrect as the premise. • 

Now, that is about all that the gentleman said with respect to this 
particular industry in my immediate neighborhood, and having dem
onstrated that with respect to this industry his figures are wrong, I 
have accomplished my purpose in rising, and I do not care to pmsue 
him further. · 

With respect to every other subject that he touched upon, it will be 
found on examination that his methods were the same; and he even 
resorts to the flimsy business of disproving the plain conceded facts of 
history by the percentage method, by which I mean, of course, the 
method which ignores the fact that a given sum is a larger percentage 
of a small sum than it is of a larger one. [Laughter.] 

But I must not leave my colleague simply with words of criticism. 
I have words of praise for him, too. My heart bounded as I heard him 
roll off from his screed words of denunciation of "monopolies" and 
"base and indefensible trusts." I congratulate him upon becoming 
the champion oflabor; but I congratulate more the great army oflabor 
in this country upon the accession to its ranks of the statesman from 
Erie. I cry a threatening warning to the hosts of '' monopoly '' and of 
"pernicious and indefensible trusts'' that their destroyer is in the field . 
What labor has gained and monopoly lost by the conversion of the 
statesman from Erie it would be difficult for any one not living, as I do, 
in Western Pennsylvania adequately to ·appreciate. 

Turn for a moment, if you. will, to the autobiography of the states
man of Erie as contained in the Congressional Directory. [Laughter.] 
I read: 

Engaged, in 1850, in the coal and shipping business, owning and running sev
eral vessels on the Lakes; subsequently became largely interested in the manu
facture of iron and the mining of coal, as well as in the construction and opera-
tion of railroads- · 

[Laughter.] 
I beg your attention to this-

either as president or director of various lines aggregating over 22,000 miles 
of completed road, the greatest number of miles of railroad, probably, which 
any one individual was ever an officer or director of. 

[Laughter and applause.] 
Think of that for·a labor champion [renewed laughter] and for an 

opponent of monopolies and indefen....<:ible trusts? There will be much 
joy among the miners of Scott Haven; there will be tears of gratitude 
on many a blanched cheek; the Hght of hope in many a lack-luster eye; 
a benediction and the sweet incense of thanksgiving from humble 
hearthstones in the poverty-stricken huts of Scott Haven, when the 
news shall arrive that the statesman of Erie is no longer their oppressor, 
but has become their champion and friend. [Laughter and applause.] 

Think of the consternation in the strongholds of monopoly and 
amongst the naughty partners in indefensible trusts ! 

If.it were given me, l'.fr. Chairman, to advise the historian of the 
futme, I would have him choose for his most dramatic page the states
man of Erie, when like some medireva] knight clad in armor, with 
visor down and lance a poise, his pennon flying, ita motto, "Death to 
monopoly,'' he rides down the cheering line of admiring labor, full tilt 
in his conquering career of glory. [Laughter and applause.] 

But here, Mr. Chairman, I would l~e him with only a word of 
friendly advice, for which I charge him nothing. It is not statesman
like to discuss the private affa.irs of your neighbors behind their backs. 
Besides, this House and the country are no more interested in the 
question whether Ur. Andrew Carnegie has a summer castle amid the 
hills of his native Scotland than they are in the question whether the 
statesman of Erie has a $5,000 clerk and a $10,000 cook. [Great laugh
ter and applause.] 

Mr. SCOTT. 1tfr. Chairman, yesterday everung I received a letter 
by special messenger from the member from Pennsy 1 vania who has just 
taken his seat, as follows: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, Wa.shington, May 15, 18Ss. 
DEAR SIR: .Some time during the session to-morrow, probably in the after

noon, I propose to make some observations with respect to your speech of Fri
day last. I think you will probably be interested, and hope you may be pres
ent. 

Yours, truly, 
JOHN DALZELL. 

Hon. W. L. ScoTT. 

A letter so courteous, 1\fr. Chairman, could not but receive that con
sideration to which it seemed to be entitled. I have therefore, sir, 
remained here all day waiting until the member from Pennsylvania. 
might have an opportunity to explain to this House and the country 
wherein, as has been whispered about, I was mistaken in the fac ts pre
sented in my speech of Friday last. Sir, I expected the gentleman, as 
the special representative of the trust interests of this country, to come 
here prepared at least to say something in rebuttal of the facts I have 
presented. With those interests, representing $20,000,000, at his back 
to supply him with the data necessary to refute my statements, with five 
days to prepare a carefully written speech which he has just delivered. 
with time unlimited in which to deliver it, I have waited here until 
this late hour expecting to hear the statements I have made contro
verted, or at least denied. But, sir, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
confines himself to the subject only in a criticism of my historical 
allusions and ridiculing my illustration of the Braddock farmer. There 
he stops and devotes the remainder of his speech to a personal vilifica.· 
tion of myself. 

M:r. DALZELL rose. I 
Mr. SCOTT. I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania whether he 

has ever heard of the case of the Thomson estate ? 
1\fr. DALZELL. .Against whom? 
Mr. SCOTT. Against the Pennsylvania Steel Company. I propose 

to state here facts brought up in a court of justice and which can not 
be disputed. 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh! I know all about that case. 
:Mr. SCOTT. I paid very dose attention to what the gentleman 

said. 
Mr. DALZELL. I am giving you attention. 
Mr. SCOTT. I will ask the Clerk simply to read what I send to the 

desk. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
At the auditing of the account of the trustees of the estate of Edgar Thomson 

the decedent, the following facts appeared: ' 
The testator at his death owned one thousand shares of stock of the Pennsyl

\auia Ste.el Company. 'l'his company being in need of funds, the stock at the 
hme h~vmg been somewhat depressed, sold to the Pennsylvania Railway Com
pany stx thouS!!- nd share.s, and used the proceeds to.improve its plant and carry 
on a !arger busmess, whiCh pro~ed very remunerative, and in December, l&H, 
tbedtrectors of the Pennsylvanta Steel Company authorized their president to 
repurchase of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company five thousand shares at $265 
a :>hare: which was accordingly ~one and duly paid for. At the purchase it was 
~hpulnted that the Pennsylvama Steel Company should immediately ofl"er to 
1ts shareholders to take their pro rata proportion of these five thousand shares 
at par, and that t~e Pen.nsylvania Railroad ~mpany shoul.d also take and pay 
for the shares whtch nnght be allotted to 1t on th& remaming one thousand 
shares which had not been resold to the Pennsylvania Steel Company. 

On the same day a communication marked ·• confidential" was sent to each 
stockh?lder of the Pennsyl~ania Steel Company, citing the facts and offering to 
apportion these shares pro rata and at pax among the stockholders of the com
pany. The 1-llte for fractional shares was fixed at $200 a share. At the time 
of this purchase the undivided profits of the Pennsylvania Steel Company 
amounted to $3,286,423.51. The net cost t.o the company of the purchase was 
S 25,000, leaving a surplus of profits which amounted to $2,461,423.51. 

l\1r. SCOTT. 1\Ir. Chairman, in my remarks of Friday last I only 
referred to one steel works in our State in eonnection with their enor
~ous profit~ under the protective system, and I have merely had read 
tne case which I sent to the Clerk's desk as corroborative evidence of 
what I stated in connection ·with the Edgar Thomson Steel Works 
and their profits, and which the gentleman in his remarks has not at
tempted to refute. The Pennsylvania Steel Company, with a capital 
stock of $2,000,000, I think, after the payment of dividends had 
surplus earnings amounting to $3,286,423.51, and these large ac~umu
lated profits were earned during a period when the iron and steel in
dustries of this country could hardly be called in their most prosperous 
condition. . 

But, Ur. Chairman, the member from Pennsylvania appears here as 
the special attorney of the proprietors of the Edgar Thomson Steel 
Works and their interests, and he has not had one word to say on be
half of the wage-workers employed in that industry. 

Will the member from Pennsylvania rise in his seat and say that he 
believes Carnegie & Co., in forcing their men by Pinkerton's detectives 
to go back at 10 per cent. reduction on their wages, considering their 
enormous profits, can be jus~...fied? Does he justify it? . 

Mr. DALZELL. Do you want me to answer the question? 
l'tfr. SCOTT. Yes, I want you to answer it. 
Mr. DALZELL. There are two answers. The first is · that you are 

trying to divert this House from the subject that I discussed, and which 
I would like you to meet. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. SCOTT. Oh, answer the question. Do not try to evade it. 
1t1r. DALZELL. And this is the second, that the statement that 
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the Edgar Thomson people compelled their employes to go back by 
detectives is tu:ltrue in fact. 

Mr. SCOTT. I did not state that, but I stated that they CO\ered 
their works with Pinkerton detectives and then hired foreign labor to 
come there and drive their men out. And yon are standing here to-day 
professing to represent an enlightened constituency, and yet advocate 
the man who would be guilty of such an act as that. [Renewed ap
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. DALZELL rose. 
!r1r. SCOTT. No;just let me proceed now. 
Mr. DALZELL. But do you not want me to answer your question? 
1\Ir. SCOTT. I say to the gentlemanthathehasmistaken his calling. 
Mr. DALZELL. CI'hat may be; but do you not want me to reply? 
l!Ir. SCOTT. I do; but I h.cwe but fixe minutes left. (Laughter 

and applause on the Republican side.] 
Mr. DALZELL. Then you ought not to ask any questions. 
Mr. BRUMM. We will give an extension of your time. 
Mr. FARQUHAR. Will the statesman from Erie allow a question 

right at this point? 
:M:r. SCOTT. No, sir; you are a general interrupter, and I will not 

yield to your questions. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

Mr. SCOTT. Now, Mr. Chairman, I admi.re the patriotism of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania in the interest of those he represents. 
But I would like to know how many days' labor he ever furnished to 
the wage-worker of this country. I would like to know when the 
week came around how ..many men have ever been on his pay-rolls. 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, I am not amillion.aire, and do not pretend to 
be. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

. · Ur. SCOTT. Oh, yon are not. You have had the opportunity of 
being a millionaire, but you have not had the brains to get there. 
[Derisive laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. DALZELL. Ob, no, I had not the opportunity. 
1\Ir. SCOTT. It i,;; just such gentlemen as the member from Penn

sylvania whom the Constitution and the laws of this country are in
tended to protect and whom we are all endeavoring to protect to enable 
all, whatever their abilities may be, to get an honest living. 

Mr. DALZELL. Ob, I can take care of myself. [Laughter.] 
Ur. SCOTT. Now, Ur. Chairman, the gentleman has not denied, or 

at least he has not submitted any figures or facts denying, the state
ment I made that $4.09 was the total amount that labor received in 
the production of a ton of steel rails. 

Mr. DALZELL. Why, certainly. 
1\Ir. SCOTT. I can prove right here that what you state is not true. 
Mr. DALZELL. Now will the statesman from Erie allow me just 

a minute? 
1\Ir. SCOIT. No, sir. Here is a contract under seal, as awarded by 

the board of arbitration between the Edgar Thomson Steel Works and 
their employes, specifying the number of men employed, the work they 
were to do, and the percentage each man was to get. I will further 
state to the gentleman that if be can induce his principals to open np 
their books, if he will get up on this floor and offer a resolution ap
pointing a select committee to go to the Edgar Thomson Steel Works 
and ascertain from them what they pay for their labor or what it costs 
to produce a ton of steel rails, I will open every book I have, every 
balance-sheet I have. I will take them up to Scott Haven and com
pare the wage-workers of Scott Haven with those of the industries which 
the gentleman here is pleading for, and I will abide by the report of 
that committee, and a majority of it may be gentlemen on the other 
side if they are only honest and square men. 

1\lr. BRUUM. Will the gentleman include, also, his anthracite 
miners? 

11Ir. SCOTT. Yes, the anthracite miners, too. 
Mr. Chairman, Ihadhoped thataquestion so important as this to the 

whole country could have been discussed on this floor without personal 
attacks upon any gentleman. I made no personal charges against the 
proprietors of the Edgar Thomson Steel Works. I merely stated facts 
in connection with that industry as shown by their contracts, and I 
merely stated what the senior member of that firm had admitted to me 
in the Committee on Ways and Means, that be had drawn this amount 
of money which I stated he had drawn, namely, 1, 500,000 in one year 
as his share of the profits, and I made certain illustrations in connec
tion with it. Bnt'it appeared to have stuck in the heart of the gentle
man who has just preceded me, and in answer to my facts he comes here 
and makes a personal attack upon me. I can say to him, sir, that I 
:ffiind it no more than I would the barking of a dog in the street. [Ap
plause on the Democratic side and derisive laughter on the Republican 
side.] 

1 will stand upon my record at home and with my people. And if 
I have ever been the oppressor of labor, if I have ever ejected a man 
from his home, if I have ever endeavored in my life, although I h.ave 
been, I may say, a Jarge employer of labor, to put one laborer in the 
place of another, or to force one man in the place of an<>ther; if I have 
employed a detective--not a Pinkerton detective, merely, but any other 
kind of a detective-to come and protecb my property o:r to protect it 
against the men that are working for me, or have worked for me, I, 
sir1 will resign my seat and lea>e this Hall the day it is proved. 

1tlr. BRUMU. Does the gentleman not contribute to pay the coal 
and iron poJice? 

Ur. SCOTT. I never so contributed. Iknowyoumadeastatement 
on this floor that I had employed Pinkerton's detectives, which is faLse. 

Mr. BRUMU. And I will prove it. 
Mr. SCOTT. I will make you prove it. I am going to bring yon be· 

fore the bar of this House and make you prove that charge. 
1\Ir. BRUMM. All right; I will be there. 
Mr. SCOTT. !rlr. Chairman, the gentleman's argument in regard to 

my employing a $10,000 cool\. has the same foundation for truth that 
some of his other statements have; and if such were the fact, sir, I 
could only compare the wages paid my cook wit.h the wages paid by 
his clients at the Edgar Thomson Steel Works. As to the salaries paid 
my secretaries, or at least those who assist me in my business, if he 
refem to the men in my employ, I can tell him that there are a good 
many of them who get more than $5,000 a year. 

Now, I have nothing more to say. I have been i~ntifi.ed with the 
laborers of this country all my liie; I have worked and toiled with 
~hem; and when I start out to rob anybody or to get any body's money 
it will not be the money of the wage-worker of this country. [Ap· 
plause.] -

The CHAIIUIAN. By order of the House the committee will now 
rise. 

The committ-ee accordingly rose; and 1\Ir. Mcl\fiLLIN having tt~ 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, !rir. SPRINGER reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union having had 
under consideration the bill H. R. 9051, had come io no resolution 
thereon. 

The SPEAKER pro temp or • The hour of 5. 30 p. m. having arrived 
the House, pursuant to order, stands in recess until 8 o'clock this 
evening. 

EVlTh"'ING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House reassembied at 8 o'clock p.m. 
The House was called to order by Mr. McMILLIN as Speaker pro 

tempore, who directed the reading of the following communication: 
SPEAKER'S Roo:Y, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, D. C., May 16, 1888. 
I hereby designate Hon. B.E:ITO~ U:~IILI.Di to preside as Speaker pro Lcmpo1'8 

at this evening's session. 

Hon. JoHN B. CLARK, 
.JOHN G. CARLISLE, Spoolcer, 

Clerl~ House of Rept·esentati'L·es. 

TARIFF. 

Mr. BYNIDI. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of the tariff bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolYed itself into Committee of the Whole: 

Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 

for the further consideration of the bill the title of which the Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk rE>.ad as follows: 
.A. bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the 

collection of the revenue. 

!rir. WICKHA!.I. _Mr. Chairman, we are engaged in discussing no 
matter of ordinary legislation. The bill under debate touches upon 
subjects that affect every hearth-stone in the land. It will reach, if 
passerl, with its invisible hand into the parlor of the rich, and fail not 
to affect the cabin of the poor. It will not only touch these extremes, 
by its direct action, but also reach them by its equally as certain in
direct effect. It will come home not to one class alone, but to all classes 
and conditions. 

Well may I say, then, th.c'lt it is no ordinary subject of legislation. 
It will determine, if adopted, the manner in w bich, the extent to which, 
and effect with which, all the vast revenues necessary to support the 
immense machinery of our Government shall be drawn into the Treas
ury. 

A piece of legislation, having for its end and aim such results, de
mands our best endeaYor and our most patient consideration, and the 
exercise of our highest patriotism. We may not, each for himself, 
consider alone. the wants and interests of our respective localities, but 
it becomes our duty to take a broad and comprehensive view ~f the 
whole country, with the intent and purpose to do that which will re
dound most to the welfare of all the people. 

If we honestly approach ~.his discussion in this spirit, with our gaze 
fixed stea.dily and unswervingly upon this polar sta. which should 
guide all our actions, we can not fail to do that which will commend 
itself to our conscience and ~tter judgment, and resul- in benefits, far 
reaching and permanent, to all classes and conditions-the high and 
the low, the rich and the poor-the only legitimate and just object of 
all general legislation. 

0~ SYs:rEX. 

We have, and for m..1.ny years have had, a protective system of reve
nue collection. It is not perh-aps in some of its details without imper· 
fecti~ns and defects. but it was designed to have and bas had the effect 
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of protecting our industries against the competition of foreign indus
tries of like kinds. 

It is in the main a system that sprang into existence through the 
necessity for a large re>en-::Le growing out of the war of the rebellion, 
and it has been continued with some modifications through the neces
sity oflarge revenue, growing out of the results of the war. 

War is a curse taken in e>ery view, but in some of the aspects of 
our late war it was not an unmixed evil. It not only destroyed the 
worst system of human bondage that ever ·existed among men; it not 
only resulted in a restored Union of the States, more firmly cemented 
than before, but it caused to be demonstrated, in keeping with what 
protectionists have always contended, that a protective tariff would not 
only bring prosperity to industries already begun, but would encour
age and stimul.:l__te the establishment and prosperity of new ones in the 
land; that such a tariff would not only stimulate and develop manu
factures, strictly so-called, but would also "Protect labor engaged in all 
other departments as well-in mining, agriculture, stock-raising, wool
growing, and common day labor; that it would drive the blood of 
prosperity into every artery of the commercial and industrial body; 
that while it would not decrease the estates of the rich, it would im
mensely enhance the material prosperity and comfort of the great mid
dling and poorer classes; that from a country comparatively poor and 
undeveloped it would in less than a quarter of a century develop a 
migl;lty empire of prosperous people, and that, too, notwithstanding 
during the same period a relentless civil war of four years' duration 
wiped out of existence labor and property to the extent of $5,000,000,-
000, and destroyed or greatly impaired the energies and producing 
power of a million of men, equal at leaat to twenty million years' 
labor of a strong man; that it would, from a time when the middling 
class lived in a comparative deprivation of many of the necessaries, 
bring us to a time when the poor would be living in good houses, well 
furnished, be wearing good clothing and enjoying many other comforts 
and even luxuries. 

Before the enactment of the tariffs of 1861 and 1867 it is within the 
memory of >ery many upon this floor that the homes of the mechanics, 
laborers, and farmers of our country contained only the barest neces
saries; that upon their floors were found no ca.rpets, in their "best 
rooms" no musical instruments, upon their walls no decorations of 
art; that their means of transp<>rtation, for the most part, consisted of 
the ox-cart or lumber wagon; while to-day, aftertwenty-five years of a 
protective system, upon their floors are found the finest products of the 
loom, in their parlors are heard the sweet tones of the piano, their 
walls are covered with exquisite designs in paper or fresco an~ hung 
with the productions of the artist, while the owners ride to their devo
tions or on their pleasure in carriages which in days before the war 
were rarely used by the rich. 

These results of a protective system, an enumeration of which might 
be greatly enlarged, were, long before the beginning of the tariff system 
that made them possible, even from the beginning of our government, 
foretold and promised by our wisest and most patriotic statesmen. 
What their clear and prophetic vision saw our day has realized. 

Yea, more; the establishment of the Union of these States grew out of 
a necessity felt by the people of the colonies for protection against the 
importation of foreign-made goods and the consequent destruction of 
our own manufactures. 

During the period between the Revolutionary war and the adoption 
of the Constitution, a period of six years, the distress and depression and 
gloom that had settled upon the people as a result of the absolutely free 
foreign trade under which they were living, which had resulted in the 
destruction of the manufactures of the land and the drainage of all the 
specie from the country, drove our fathers to the plan of the formation 
of a ''more perfect union,'' as a measure by which to secure protection 
against England, who had become tenfold more formidable by reason 
of the importations of the products of her factories, in competition with 
ours, than she had been during the war on the battle-field. 

I know that upon this floor, during this debate, the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] has contended that there is no warrant in 
the Constitution for the passage of laws designed to protect labor. He 
asks, with great emphasis: "But whatrightbaveyoutoprotectlabor?" 
Mr. Chairman, at the time of the adoption of the Constitution, and 
before the Revolution, there was a well-defined and accepted distinc
tion between the two' powers of "levying taxes to raise revenue" and 
"laying duties for the regulation of commerce." The right to regu
late commerce by the laying of duties was never denied to the mother 
country by the colonies, but the right to levy taxes for revenue was 
denied, because the colonies were without representation. 

As early as 1766 Benjamin Franklin, in his famous examination be
fore the House of Commons, recognized the distinction. The questions 
and his answers were as follows: 

Q . What will be the opinion of the Americans on these r esolutions? [A.s~ert
ing the right of Great Britain to tax America.] 

A. They will think them unconstitutional and unjust. 
Q. Was it an opinion in America. before 1763 that the Parliament had no right 

to lay taxes and duties there? 
A.. I never heard any objections to the right of laying duties to regulate com

merce, but a right to lay internal-rev-enue taxes was never thought to be in Par
liament. 

Q. On what do you found your opinion that the people of America make any 
such distinction? 

A.. I know that whenever the subject has occurred in conversation it has ap
peared the opinion of every one that we couid not be taxed by a Parliament 
when we were not represented. But the payment of duties laid as regulations 
of commerce was never disputed. 

In the same year Lord Chatham, in the House of Commons, in his 
celebrated speech on the "righ't of taxing America," recognized the 
distinction when he said: 
If the gentleman does not understand the difference between external and in

t ernal taxes I can not help it. There is a plain distinction between taxes laid 
for the purpose of raising re'\"enue and duties imposed for the regulation of 
trade for the accommodation of the subject, although in the consequences some 
revenue may incidentally arise from the latter. 

On the same occasion he further said: 
The commons of America, represented in their general assemblies, have ever 

been in possession of this constitutional right of ~iving and granting their own 
money. They would have been slaves if they had not enjoyed it I At the same 
time this kingdom, as the supreme governing and legislative power, has always 
bound the colonies by her laws, by her regulations and restrictions in trade, in 
navigation, in manufactures, in everything except that of taking their money 
out of their pockets without their consent. 

In the House of Lords, in 1775, we find Lord Chatham using the fol
lowing language: 

Let this distinction, then, remain f01·ever ascertained-taxation is theirs, com
mercial regulation is ours. As an American, I would recognize to England her 
supreme t·ight of regulating commerce and navigation; as an Englishman by 
birth and principle, I recognize to the Americans their supreme, unalienable 
right in their property-a right which they are jus titled in the defense of to the 
last extremity. 

Among the earliest proceedings of the Congress of Independence, 
recorded in its Journals October 14, 1774, may be found the following 
unanimous declaration with reference to the colonies: 

They are entitled to a free and exclusiv.e power of legislation in their several 
provincial legislatures, where their right of representation can alone be pre
served, in all cases of taxation and internal policy subjetSt only to the negative 
of the sovereign, in such manner as has been heretofore used and accustomed; 
but from the necessity of the case, and in regard to the mutual interests of 
both countries, we cheerfully consent to the operation of such acts of the British 
Parliament as are bona fide restrained to the regulation of our external com
merce, for the purpose of securing the commercial advantages of the whole 
empire to the mother country, and the commercial benefits of the respective 
members, excluding every idea of taxation, external or internal, for raising a 
revenue on the subjects in America without their consent. 

In 1778, Lord North; for the purpose of winning back the insurgent 
American colonies to· their allegiance to the British Crown, procured the 
passage of a bill by Parliament, which contained an offer of uncondi· 
tiona! surrender of the original ground of controversy, in these words: 

It is expedient to declare that t'he King and Parliament of Great Britain 
will not impose any duty or tax for the purpose of raising a revenue in the 
colonies, except only such duties as may be expedient to impose for the regula
tion of commerce. 

I have quoted these authorities to show that there was previous to 
and during the Revolutionary war, and down to the adoption of the 
Censtitution, a well-understood and well-defined distinction between 
"duties imposed for the regulation of commerce" and "duties im
posed for raising a revenue." And we find this distinction well pre· 
served in the Constitution, for we find expressed in that instrument 
not only the power conferred upon Congress-

To lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises

But the further and distinct power-
To regulate commerce with foreign nations and among the several States. 

It seems clear, in the light of the language of the men whom I have 
quoted, that the power to regulate commerce involved the power to 
restrain and regulate the importation of foreign articles of commerce. 
But we are not limited to our own opinion. Let us hear what his
torians, framers of the Constitution, their contemporaries, and the great 
expounders of its meaning have said. James Madison, one of the 
framers of the Constitution, and whose qualifications as an ,expounder 
of its meaning will not be denied by any one, said in his letter to J o
seph C. Cabell under date of September 18, 1828: 

It is a simple question, under the Constitution of the United States, whether 
the power to regulate trade with foreign nations as a distinct and substantive 
item _in_the enumerate_d .~owers embraces the object of encouraging by duties, 
restriCtiOns, and prohibitions the manufactures and products of the country. 
And the affirmative must be inferred from the following considerations: 

Which he proceeds at length to enumerate. Bancroft, in speaking 
of this period, says: 

Of the many ca. uses promoting union, four above others exercised a steady and 
commanding influence. T he new Republic as one nation must have power t-o 
regulate its-foreign commerce, to colonize its large domain, to provide a.n ade
q unte revenue, and to establish justice in domestic trade, by pr-ohibiting the sev
eral States from impairing the obligation of contracts. Each of these causes 
wasofvitalimportance; butthe necessity for regulating commerce gave the 
immediate impulse to a more perfect Constitution. 

It was with the belief impressed upon his mind that the impending 
ruin hanging over the people of the Confederacy was the result of the 
unrestrained foreign trade, that Fisher Ames said in this House in 1789, 
when debating the first tariff bill: 

I conceive, sir, that the present Constitution was dictated by commercial ne
cessity more than any othe r cause. The want of an efficient government to se
cure the manufacturing interest and to advance our commerce wns long seen 
by men of judgment and pointed out by patriots solicitous to promote gene.nU 
welfare. 
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Daniel Webster, that giant expositor of the Constitution, and who 
as thoroughly acquainted with its history and to the causes which 

led to its adoption, said in 1833: 
The protectidn of American labor against the injurious competition of for

eign labor, so far at least as respects general handicraft productions, is known 
historically to have been one end designed to be obtained by establishing the 
Constitution. • 

And in 1844 he said: 
I defy the man in any degree conversant with history, in any degree nc

quainted with the annals of this country from 1787 to the adoption of the Consti
tution in 1789, to say that this [laying duties for the protection of American labor 
nnd industriesl was not a leading, I may almost say, the leading motive, South as 
well as North, for the formation of the new Government. "\.Yithout that pro
vision in the Constitution it never could have been adopted. 

Rufus Choate, another great constitutional lawyer, said in 1842: 
' A whole people, a. whole generation of our fathers, had in view as one great 
end and purpose of their new Government the acquisition of the means of re-
straining by governmental action the importation of foreign manufactures for 
the encouragement of manufactu.res and of labor at home, and desired and 
meant to do t-his by clothing the new Government with this specific power of 
regulating commerce. 

As soon as the First Congress assembled petitions flowed in upon it 
fmm every section of the Union, from the Bouth as well as the North, 
praying for the enactment of a law to protect the manufacturing inter
ests of the country, and Congress, in response to this almost universal 
desire, met it in the second law it passed, which was an aet to secure 
the coasting trade and {>rotect the mechanic arts by discriminating duties. 

Since the enactment of this law many others from time to time have 
been passed by Congress, more or less protective in their design or effect, 
according to the political complexion of the Congress at the time. 

And it has been our experience during the hundred years that ha.ve 
passed away that our people of all classes have been the most prosper
ous during the times when we have had the most pronounced protec
tion. r 

It will be found upon the examination of our history that every 
period of gloom, despondency, and bankruptcy through which we have 
pa sed has followed the abandonment of protective tariffs and a re
sort to those for revenue only, save one-the last-which clearly was the 
result of the enormous waste of life, labor, and property caused by 
the war of the rebellion; and let me say that this one was of compara
tively short duration, because of the magnificent recuperative power 
which we had as a people developed through the· fostering effect of our 
tariff protection. 

Upon the truth of what I have just said I call a Democratic witness, 
the Atlanta Constitution, a paper tha.t has shown its devotion to De
mocracy for more than a generation. This is what it said in a recent 
issue: 

OUR TARIFF HISTORY. 

It was not until some time after the colonies became independent that there 
w ere duties placed upon imports. From 1784 to 1790, inclusive, the imports from 
England exceeded the exports from America in the sum of $>2,372,875, and a 
clamor arose for protection. · 

The firs~ tariff law passed was approved by the President July 4, 1789. Its pre
a ruble recited: "'Vhereas it is necessary for the support of the Government, 
the discharge of the debts of the United States, and the encouragement of man
u fact ures that duties be laid on goods, wares, and merchandise imported." 

F rom the year 1";96, when the protective tariff was in full operation, to 1801, 
a period of seven years, the exports of this country exceeded the imports by 
$E9.:>1 ' ,:316, leaving England in debt to America. In 1824, although the revenue 
·wns SHUicient, a new tariff was adopted with higher duties in order to extend 
the uenetits of protection This measure bad the active support of Presidents 
1\Inuroe, Jackson, and John Quincy Adams. 

In 1S33, owing to the demands of South Carolina, then in almost open rebel
lion, a revised tariff law was passed, lowering the duties to about 20 per cent. 

fly 1840 this " tarift revision" bad so diminished tbe reYenue, and manufact
ures were so pro trate, that the Government and the people were almost in 
bankruptcy. This caused a raising of customs duties to the protective point in 
1 'I:!, under which trade t·evived and the Government's credit was preserved. 

In 184G a. reduction was made in tariff rates, and during the next eleven years, 
wh ile these reduced rates were in force, the revenues fellshnrt of the expendi
tures by t!2L'i90,805. In 1860 the Government bad to borrow $20,000,000 to main
tain its credit. 

T h e duties were increased in l\Ia1·ch, 1861, and since then, while the war tariff 
h as been reduced to natural proportions, the manufactures of America have 
flourished as never before. 

By the passage of this bill and its enactment into law, we are called 
upon to enter upon an abandonment of and a departure from the policy 
established by our fathers, and written by them in our very Constitu
tion; a policy under which we have grown from three millions of peo
ple to sixty millions; under which our property has increased from a 
few millions jn value to the enormous aggregate of sixty billions, an 
avemge of $1,000 for every man, woman, and child in the land; an 
amount far outstripping the wealth of free-trade England, which less 
than a quarter of a century ago largely exceeded ours, and which she 
had been centuries accumulating; under which our people have not 
only increased their possessions so largely, but have increased their 
comforts and luxuries beyond those falling to the lot of any other peo
ple on the footstool, and which far exceed the wildest prophecies or 
dTeams ofthe wildest visionary. 

I say we are in this day and generation, after realizing all these ben
efits, a fitting description of which is beyond, far beyond, the power 
of my tongue to express, called upon to enter upon an experiment, to 
sa-y the least of it; to put in peril and hazard all these magnificent and 
glorious results; all this wealth and consequent power; all this comfort; 
all this luxury; all this improvement in the condition of the laboring 

classes, by inaugurating a system that no man upon this floor, or else
where, has been able to show will not result in the great impairment, 
if not entire destruction, of them all. 

I do not claim ~hat the passage of this bill alone will cause the ruin 
·of our industrial system; but I do say that if this bill becomes a law 
the wedge will have been entered that, by the future blows British 
effort and Democratic subserviency shall strike, will be driven to the 
complete rending asunder and final destruction of our grand system, 
from which so many and great blessings have flowed. 

While the passage of this bill would not alone entirely ruin our in
dustries, it would result in the destruction of many of them, and the 
consequent train of dire and far-reaching results in other branches. 

I know that the advocates of this bill deny such a result and declaim 
eloquently of the beauties of free trade, or what they choose to call a 
revenue tariff, and lament and deplore the ruin that is sure to follow 
the further continuance of our present tariff. I know that they point 
to England and what they call her prosperity as an evidence of the 
beneficent effects of the system. I know that they read advice to us 
to adopt her policy from Englishmen and English books. But they 
forget that England's present system, so far as her manufactures are 
concerned, is one of the most powerfully protected systems in the world; 
they forget that her statesmen have seemed to think that her manu
facturing proprietors were the only class that should have protection,, 
while all other classes of producers and-all classes of laborers should 
be subjected to the grinding and destructive effects of free trade; they 
forget that by allowing the entry into her ports free of duty of raw 
materials for her shops, anq exempting her manufacturing capital from 
all direct tax under the excise, she has protected them, and so enabled 
them to undersell the manufacturers of other countries not protected by 
tariffs, or in some other way. 

I know it is fashionable among so-called tariff reformers to point to 
England and talk of the advantages which free trade has given her in
dustries, but those who have given study to this subject do not hesitate 
to say that she is a protective state, so far as her manufacturing propri
etors are concerned, and this evidence is afforded by an advocate of free 
trade, who will not he charged with making such assertions to bolster 
a preconceived opinion. 

David A. Wells, a pronounced free-trader and formerly Special Com
missioner of Internal Revenue, and now a member of the Cobden Club, 
in his report for the year 1868, uses this significant language: 

Again, a careful study of the financial systems of the various commercial na
tions of Europe has led the Commissioner unhesitatingly to the conclusion 
that whatever may be tho ·state of European public opinion in respect to free 
trade, and whatever may be the claims preferred for it on the broad grounds of 
liberality and humanitarianism, the fiscal legislation of Great Britain, France, 
Germany, Belgium, Holland, Austria, and Russia is now, and always has been, 
framed solely and exclusively with reference to one object, namely, the pro
motion <•f supposed national self-interest, and has never h ad the slightest regard 
to the interest of any other nation, or to any argo ments, other than those based 
upon specific national wants and specific national experiences. 

Thus, the policy of Great Britain, which exe-mpts capital employed in man
ufacturing and banking from all direct taxation under the excise, and all raw 
materials imported from foreign countries from all taxation under the customs, 
although not so termed, is undoubtedly protection in its most subtile and effect
ive form, and as such bas been recognized and commented on by the French 
economists. 

It will thus be seen that England's fiscal policy is designed, not to 
favor her laboring poor, not to enable them to draw and receive higher 
wages, not to enable them to live easier and surround themselves with 
more comforts, but to enrich her manufacturing princes, to swell their 
plethoric coffers, and that, too, in disregard of the intere ts and wel
fare, not only of the artisans in her shops, but also regardless of the 
effect upon her farmers and common laborers. 

Her legislation in this particular is clearly class legislation, designed 
to enrich the few and impoverish the many. That this is so, and that 
it is having the effect upon the laboring classes that might be expected, 
abundant testimony is at hand. 

This is what .Mr. Howard Vincent, :M. P., says in a letter to the Lon
don Times: 

No national party could possibly ignore the serious state of affairs now pre
vailing. It is detailed from d a y to day in your columns. Land worth from 25 
to 75 per cent. less than forty years ago, and almost unsalable. Arable land 
thrown into pasture, yet fewer animals in the fields. Agricultural distress very 
similar to tha.tdescribed by Lord Shn.ftesbury as prevailing about 1844. In the 
towns hundreds starving, owing to factories being closed or working only half 
time. Deputations to local authorities praying for relief works. In the m etrop
olis hungry men at every corner. Pauperism increasing. Di content rising. 
Employment everywhere scarcer, while the population is rapidly multiplying. 

There is no class, no profession, no avocation, no calling unaffected in some 
degree. Distress must always be felt more in some pla-ees and in some com
munities than in others. But the general fact is undeniable. The commis
sioner of police of the metropolis, the vestries, the guard inns of the poor, as 
well as philanthropic societies and statesmen, may open regislt!rs for the un
employed, but that will not provide the employment, for little or none is to be 
found in town or country. 'l'emporary remedies may be applied, but they will 
not be more effectual than palliatives to a malignant cancer. 

Mr. Henry Champlain. M.P., recently stated in the House of Com
mons that the British farmers were losing £50,000,000, or 250,000,000 
a year. In other words, England has ruined its farmers that its man
ufacturers might grow rich, while it has kept the wages of operati'Yes 
as low as possible for the same reason. 

Is it to be wondered at, in view of these acknowledged results of Brit
ish free-trade class protection that the stalwart young English farmef8. 
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are leaving their unprofitable farms and flocking in such numbers to I wl1ich curses England, but we want rather to contin~e that system 
our shores? Or that her poets, that class ~o quick to respond to the cry which encourages and builds up all industries and all ln.bor, whether 
of human distress, should, with pens dipped in the gall and bitterness engaged in manufacturing or in producing the fruits of the field. 
of human want, be writing words like these: The gentleman from Texas [M:r. MILLS], while conceding that wages 

Old England when, by tariffs low, 
Protected fair from fore ign foe, 
Felt everywhere the thrill and glow 

Of labor n.nd prosperity. 
But England showed another sight, 
When Cobden's scheme with killing blight 
Fell as the fall of gloomy night 

On industry and husbandry. 
By selfish greed and fiE;rce ti.J;ade, 
By class and party feelmg swayed, · 
A "free," a falsely canting Trade 

Was throned in pious tyranny. 
'.rhen came in cheap, poor foreign skill; 
Then grew the rich man richer still, 
The while the worker's cup did fill 

With idleness and beggary. 
But richer yet the few will grow, 
And labor yet shall sink more low, 
If England's conscience still be slow 

To execrate the infamy. 
E'en now the curse of Cobden's hand 
Lies on our workshops, on our land, 
And, wanting food and labor, stand 

Our artisans and peasantry. 
The misery deepens; what shall save 
Our men from sinking to the slave, 
But that we doom to deepest grave 

Free trade with all its villainy? 
False, false to England and her race, 
There let it hide its traitor face, 
And lasting scorn and dark disgrace 

Shall be its fitting sepulchre. 

Or words like these : 
Clothed all in contradictions I saw this fet-ich dread, 
This hypocrite, free trade, lift high it-s vaunting head; 
If reason to his hearers would any warning bring, 
Thus, thought I, to his fellows an Englishman might sing: 
''Why star\e your workingmen through foreign labor cheap, 
The labor of such. misery as makes the angels weep? 
'Vby drive them off abroad, your toilers skilled -and true, 
And open wide the door to a vagrant foreign crew? 
"Think you this greed of gold shall add to England's fame? 
Know you these foreign slaves shall bring eternal shame? 
The hand of Cain is on it, this cheapness that you seek, 
The sweat of blood of men, the tears of women weak." 

Lines, that if they do not contain so much poetic art, none the less 
echo the woe that England's humane poet sung in his "Song of the 
Shirt" forty years ago, when he heard the cry of her who was-

Sewing at once with a double thread, 
A shroud as well as a shirt. 

And wailing in her anguish-
0 God, that bread should be so dear 

And flesh and blood so cheap! 

The President in his message calls upon Congress to enter upon the 
same policy that has ruined the farmers of England. He substantially 
recommends the removal of tariff duties from several of our greatest 
agricultural staples. 

While the comparative unimportance of the agricultural interests of 
England as compared with her manufacturing interests might in the 
minds of British statesmen have furnished an excuse for their course, 
so ruinous to England's farmers, no such excuse can be found for the 
members of this House. 

Agriculture in America, with her breadth of acreage and fertility of 
soil, holds the most important place among industrial pursuits. In 
view of the fad that, according to the last census, of 17,392,099 of our 
population engage in all kinds of industries, 7,670,493, almost nine
twentieths of the whole, are employed in agriculture, of which a very 
large proportion, if not all, are engaged in the production of one or 
more of the articles tow hich the bill under discussion proposes to apply 
the principle of free trade by removing all duty upon their importa
tion, this House can not s..<ty that the interests of the farmers are so 
small comparatively that their success and prosperity may be sacrificed 
or greatly impaired for the benefit of those engaged in other pursuits. 

This portion of our society is just as much entitled to the protection 
of the laws as anyotber. It will be a sorry day for America when her 
farming industry shall show signs of decay. That portion of our pop
ulation engaged in agriculture are at once the safety and the glory of 
our nation. 

They are intelligent, conservative, patriotic. They are attached to 
the land and love their country ~th intense affection. They draw 
their substance directly from the bosom of mother earth, and so are 
most interested in preserving us against invasion or: any other evil that 
may threaten us. 

Shall this great und important portion of our population be abandoned 
in the adjustment of our tariff duties to the remorseless competition of 
wool-growers and flax-raisers of other lands, where labor or lands or 
both are chea.per? Or shall we preserve our magnificent markets for 
their use, and thus enable them to continue to hold their proud place 
among the toilers of America? 
. Wewantin this country no such one-sided monopolistic system as that 

are higher in this country than in Em·ope, and trying to account for 
their being so, and trying to show that it is in no manner due to the 
protective tariff, makes a claim which seems to me to be absurd; one 
which he is not only unable to prove, but which he does not attempt 
to prove, and concerning which he is content to rely alone upon dog
matic assertion. 

He says: 
·what, then, is it that makes higher wages? It is coal and steam and ma

chinery. It is these three powerful agents that multiply the production oflabor 
and make it more valuable. 

He says further that fifty years ago it required five persons to make 
eight yards of cloth in one day, for which they received 20 cents each, 
or an aggregate of $1 for the five; that in a year the five persons 
produced 2,400 yard.o:;, but now, when coal, steam, and machinery 
are used, five persons in a year can produce 140,000 yards ; t.hat 
the result of the labor-saving machinery is an enormous increase in 
productive capacity, and that the result of that has been a great in
crease in the rate of wages. Why? How? In his own language, I 
ask the gentleman, ''How can it be explained?'' He does not conde
scend to tell us. Is not the statement ludicrous? A manufacturer 
employs five persons one day to work for him, for which he pays them 
$1. The next day, having at great expense to himself and the con
sequent employment of greatly increased capital, put in steam ma
chinery, he pays the same five persons for one day's labor, which was 
no harder for them to perform, or any more skillful, than the work 
they did before, five or ten times as much wages. In other words, he 
makes a large outlay of capital, and instead of reaping the benefit 
himself he generously turns it all over to his workmen. 

Surely in making this claim the gentleman pays the manufacturer 
a higb. compliment as a generous and benevolent man, not quite in keep
ing with his statement made a few moments before, that although a 
manufacturer may be able to pay higher wages, he does not do it. He 
says, "Unquestionably he is [able] but he does not do it." And he 
further emphasizes and also illustrates the argument by saying, Jay 
Gould is able to pay his bootblack $500 a day, and Mr. Vanderbilt his 
hostler $10,000 a year, but neither of them does it; but each goes out 
into the market and employs his man at the market price. 

Neither is his claim that wages are made higher by coal and steam 
and machinery quite consistent with his other statement, made almost 
in the &"\me breath, and which is a good deal more nearly correct, that 
wages are :regulated by the ''demand and supply and the capacity of 
the laborer to do the work for which he is employed." 

Yes, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman, at the risk of being inconsistent, 
puts the rate of wages on the true ground when he says that it depends 
upon Lhe demand and supply. And it is because their rate depends 
upon the demand and supply that the protective tariff is instrumental 
in increasing them. It increases the demand. It does this by creating 
a wide diversity of employments. It stimulates the establishment and 
success of a great variety of manufactures, adapted to the varied talents, 
tastes, and opportunities of the working people, instead of confining 
them to one or a few industries to which they must adapt themselves 
or starve. And this answers, too, his question: 

How is it that the wages in the different States of the Union are different, 
while the tariff is the same from :Maine to California? 

There is a demand for the employment of labor in a given industry 
only in that part of the country where that industry is carried on. A 
cotton factory in New England will not create a demand in Texas for 
spinners; nor will an iron mill in Alabama create a demand for pud
dlers in Maine. And right here iies the secret of the difference be
tween wages generally in the South and in the North. In the North 
attention is paid to manufacturing of alrkinds, while in the South in 
many parts, even where great natural advantages exist, no attention 
is given to the matter. In the North capital takes advantage of the 
opportunity afforded by a protective tariff and builds up manufacturing 
esta.blishments, while in the South, from lack of capital or enterprise 
or from prejudice, and perhaps from all three, the opportunity afforded 
by the protection given by the tariff is not seized, and so no new demand 
for labor is created in that portion of the country, and of course, as a 
result, there being no new demand, as suggested by the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. MILLS] in his better moments, there is no advance in the 
price of labor. 

But in some parts of the South light is breaking in. Some of her 
people, seeing the great material prosperity of the North, and seeing, 
too, the great advantages nature has conferred upon the South, have 
in some places invested their capital, aided by additional capital from 
the North, in manufacturing enterprises with great, and in many places, 
almost marvelous success. In Birmingham and Chattanooga and other 
places this has been done. Does the gentleman from Texas not believe 
that there is a greater demand for labor and for more kinds of labor in 
those cities than there was before such enterprises were established 
there? Has there not been an increased demand, and therefore an in
creased price? 

It is only a question of time when the South, folly awaking from 

' 
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her lethargy: will arouse herself, put forth her mighty strength, ·avail 
herself of her great advantages. seize the opportunity which the pro
tective system affords her, erect factories, build up the waste places, 
employ her own raw materials and her vast supply of labor, and exceed 
in wealth and material prosperity anything that has yet been seen in 
America, and throw into insignificance by contrast her boasted days of 
greatness, when cotton was 1.-ing and slavery was her corner-stone. 
May God speed the day when thus she will have fulfilled her destiny 
and the prophetic hopes of her early statesmen, who appreciated and 
advocated the doctrine of protection to American industries ! 

The gentleman from Texas includes among the three agents causing 
higher wages, machinery; but he does not tell us what has produced 
the machinery. How came the machinery he speaks of to exist ? 
Clearly it came into existence in response to a demand for it. · This, 
of course, everybody will admit. What created the demand for it? 
Clearly the demand for multiplied and cheapened processes of manu
facturing goods for consumption. Why did methods of manufacturing 
goods need to be cheapened? Why, certainly because of the compe
tition of manufacturers, each and all of whom were striving to possess 
the market by offering their wares cheaper than others. 

How could these manufacturers, while thus competing and invent
ing machinery to cheapen their products, endure competition with the 
goods manufactured in Europe by cheaper labor? Surely only because 
they were protected by a protective tariff. Thus it was that the tariff 
afforded ihe inventors and improvers of machinery the opportunity and 
incentive to bring the same to the high state of perfection tQ which it 
has _attained. In this manner it was that a protective tariff brought 
into existence the improved machinery, and so is entitled to the credit 
at one and the same time of creating the machinery of which the gen
tleman speaks and also enhancing the rate of wages. 

Again, in reply to the claim of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
MILLS] that wages are higher in this country because of the use or 
coal and steam and machinery, I call his attention to the fact that in 
Europe, where low wages are, he will also find coal and steam and ma
chinery, ari..d find them cheaper, too, in many places, if not in all places, 
than in this country. 

It is also an open secret that European manufacturers, especially the 
English, through agents whom they keep in this country constantly 
on the alert for anything new, buy up and ship to Europe every new 
and useful improvement in machinery; so that in the matter of mar 
chinery the shops in Europe are as well supplied as those of this coun
try; and there is the best authority for the statement that there is no 
perceptible difference between the skill and speed with which machin
ery is operated in the best factories in Europe and America. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I have not mentioned the only inconsistencies 
to be found in the position of the chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and the others who with him are advocating this bill. 
They speak with vehemence and often with bitterness of the manu
facturer. They say, in the language of the chairman, that "unques
tionably" he is able when the value of his products is increased by 
protection to pay higher wages, but that he does not do it; that he 
has no regard for the laborers he employs; that he grinds them down; 
that he robs them of their fair share of the profits of the business in 
which he and they are engaged; that he is heartless, selfish, wicked; 
that while a protective tariff enables him to charge a large price for 
his products he pockets the entire benefit, and that his laborers get (in 
the language of the chairman of the committee) "not a dollar of it." 
And yet, Mr. Chairman, the ad vacates of this measure have been labor
ing for weeks to show, and that is the burden of their song, that to . 
allow raw material to be intl:oduced free will cheapen to the consumers 
the goods made out of such raw material; that if the manufacturer 
gets raw material cheaper he can afford to and will sell the manufact
ured product cheaper; and their offered consolation to the wool grower 
is, that while he will not get so much for his raw material, he will be 
enabled to buy his clothin~nough cheaper to more than make up the 
difference in price. 

What consistency! How is this to be brought about? Why, they 
tell us that the manufacturer getting his raw materials cheaper, will 
sell his goods cheaper; that be will be more considerate of the farmers 
than he will be .of his own employes; that while cheaper wool will 
enable him to make more profit at the same price for the product, he 
will kindly and generously relinquish that increased profit, and give it 
to his customer, a stranger, while he will withhold a profit made under 
a protective tariff from his neighbor, his employe. In other words, 
that under a protective tariff he is a robber, but under free trade in 
his raw material he will '• presto change '' become a benefactor. ''To 
this complexion" are the supporters of this measure come at last . . It 
is an undignified, uncalled-for, and wanton attack upon a worthy class 
of ~merican citizens. And that policy or system of fiscal legislation 
that requires a resort to such methods to sustain it and bolster it up, is 
unworthy of consideration in such a place as this, and unworthy the 
gentlemen who advocate it. 

Oh, no; it is not true that our manufacturers as a class are robbers 
and extortioners. There may be, doubtless are, among them bad men, 
as there are in all walks of life, and as there may be even among the man
ufacturers of free-trade England, who have their raw materials placed 
at their disposal, in part, at public expense and the cost of the other 
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clas.<>es in that country; but as a class they are as generous, as honest, 
as benevolent as other men. They, as a class, show and feel an inter
est in their employes, as is evidenced by efforts that they are con
stantly and voluntarily making in innumerable ways to better their 
employes' condition morally, intellectually, and physically, and above 
all, in their willingness, as statistics show, to constantly increase, as 
fast as able, their wages. • 

I am not saying, and do not say, that labor, even in America, is suf
ficiently rewarded. I do not believe that it is, except perhaps in a few 
branches. I believe that labor here and everywhere is entitled in many 
branches to a larger share in the results of its own exertions; and I long 
for the day when laborers from one end of the land to the other shall 
be re-Joicing in higher wages; when they shall be able to enjoy more 
comforts and a greater degree of luxury even than they now enjoy; 
when, under the beneficent influence of a protective system, the branches 
of labor shall be so diversified and mult iplied, and the consequent de
mand for workers shall be so increased throug~out the land, South as 
well as North, that the toiler of whatever degree shall be in the enjoy
ment of all those good things of the earth that it is possible for him to 
enjoy and which it is profitable for anybody to enjoy. 

I believe that the only system under which this "consummation so 
devoutly to be wished'' can ever be realized is the protective· system. 

And, Mr. Chairman, at the same time that our tariff is thus enhanc
ing the price of labor it is reducing the cost to our people of manu
factured goods. We have the authority of l\Ir. Dudley, late consul at 
Liverpool, for this statement: 

Upon investigation it will be found that nine-tenths of the manufactured com
modities used by the fa rmers of our country, including clothing, household 
goods, furniture, impleme nts of husbandiy, tools, etc., are as cheap in this 
country as they are in England, and in some instances even cheaper. 

Again he says: 
An examination will show that there is not a single manufactured commodity, 

so far as I know, that is not cheaper to-day in the United States under our pro
tective system than it was in 1860 under free trade, and before the present pro
tective tariff went into operation. 

But, Mr. Chairman, upon this latt-er point we do not need the testi
mony of Mr. Dudley. There are as many witnesses on this floor to the 
truth of what he says as there are members entitled to be here. Who 
is so ignorant or forgetful as not to know its truth? Who does not 
know that there is hardly a manufactured article of common use, of 
use by the middle cL1.sses and those who are poorer, that is not cheaper 
than before the tariffs of 1861 and 1867? Who is prepared to deny that 
carpets, furniture, implements of husbandry, the artisan's tools, books, 
newspapers, linens, woole~, cottons, prints, writing materials, car
riages, wagons, hats, shoes, clothing, all things made of iron, plate-glass 
and all other glass, pottery, and many like articles are cheaper-some 
several hundred per cent. cheaper than before the war, and that very 
many of these things are now manufactured in this country which be
fore were produced in foreign lands? And who does not know that 
while this is so, and notwithstanding the farmer's products are not for 
the time being bringing as good prices as they were a few years ago, 
they are for the most part sold for far more thn,n they were before the 
war? In view of this condition of things, what becomes of all the fine
spun theories about the evils that protection will bring upon us, and 
ofwhat avail are the distorted percentages in which our friends upon 
the other side so delight to deal? 

These are facts which the common people can understand and appre
date, a.nd which will not be hidden from their view by all the sophis
tries of all the free-traders or revenue-tariff tinkers in the land. 

This cheapness of manufactured goods in this country and advance 
in the price of farm products must be ascribed to the tariff. How else 
can it be accounted for? If not to be credited to the tari:tf, it must at 
least be admitted that it coexists with the tariff; tbat the tariff does 
not militate against it. And ifthe tariff does nob prevent this stateof 
things, what harm in permitting it to remain? 

But we are told by the gentleman from Texas [1lir. MILLS] thattbe 
rate of wages is higher in free-trade England than in Germany under 
her protective system, a.nd then he asks, "Why is this?" But he for
gets to say that while Germany has a protective system, she has had 
it only since 1879, and that since she adopted that system the rate of 
wages has steadily increased, as shown by the following table, which 
gives the increase for aperiocl offiveyears, a.nd which is an official state
ment carefully prepared by the Iron and Steel Association of the empire : 

Increase Increo. e Increase 
percent. per cent. percent. 
from 1879 from 1879 from l 879 Items. 

to 1882. to 1!:183. to 1881. 

~ 

All works: 
25<"> 33.9 32.2 
42.0 b7.2 52.1 
13.4 17.4 14.2 

Number employed ............... "························ 
Total wages ........ . .... : .................................... . 
Wages per employe ......•................................ 

Iron and steel works: 
23.5 26.9 26.3 
39.4 50.4 41.4 
12.9 18.5 11.8 

29.3 50.9 52.9 
48.3 73.6 82.0 
14.6 15.0 19.~ 

Number employed .................................•...... 
Total wages ..... .......................................•..... 
Wages per employe ..................................... . 

Maeh.i.ne shops: 
Number employed ....................................... . 
Total wages .................................................. . 
Wages per employe ................................ ...... . 
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All<l as evidence that this desirable condition of things did not cease 

in 1884, the last year mentioned in the table, I quote the language of 
Mr. George Stracbey, IIer Britannic Majesty's charge d'affaires at 
Dresden, as found in a recent report made by him to the British Gov
ernment: , 

Tbe belief is widely diffused that the tariff reform of 18i9 saved Germany from 
great ruin, and that the empire is now on the road to industrial greatness, per
haps to the succession of that hegemony which Great Britain, it is thought, now 
with difficulty holds in her hands. Protection is in the national air and H will 
not be dissipated by foreign arguments, however accurately deduced from the 
axioms of scientific doctrine. 

Mr.· Strachey is not a protectionist, but a free-trader, and his testi-
mony is not, therefore, that of a willing witness. -

The fact is, that the wages in Germany in some industries have already 
in nine years of protection advanced from a point considerably below 
those paid in England to a point of equality with them. 

THE ENGLISH SOLICITUDE. 

A few years ago, in 1879, it is said by the distinguished gentleman 
from Texas [Ur. MILLS], our English friends took alarm about the 
growth and development of our cotton industry, and sent an expert to 
the United States to inquire whether their industry was imperiled by 
ours. "He came, be sn.w," and returned, with tbe glad assurance to 
his people-

Tie still, sad heart, and cease repining, 
Behind the clouds the sun is still sh1uing. 

'because, as the gentleman from Texas say , be found that the people 
of this country, while we could beat them in labor cost, like Ephraim, 
joined to our idols, and maintaining a high tariff on our raw materials, 
which would prevent our competing with the English. What raw mn.
terial it was entering into the manufacture of cotton goods, the high 
tariff on which pre>ented our manufacturers from competing with 
tbo~e in England, he does not state; but no matter, it sounds well, 
and like many other free-trade arg~ments, being only "sound," '' sig
nifies nothing." 

Now, will our friends upon the other side tell us why it is, if those 
experts who have been sent over here from England to "spy out 
the land" report that, owing to our tariff on raw materials, the En• 
glish manufacturers are safe, there is so much anxiety in England over 
the passage of this bill? Will they tell us why it is that in 1880, the 
next yea.r after the journey of the expert, the London Times said: 

It is to the Xew World that the Cobden Club is chiefly looking, as the mo:;t 
likely sphere for its vigorous foreign policy. It bas done what it can in Europe 
and is now turning its eyes westward and bracing itself for the struggle which 
is to come. It cnn not rest while the United States are unsubdued. 

If the tariii on raw materi11ls was preventing American manufacturers 
from competing with British manufacturers why was the Cobden Club, 
made up largely of those same manufacturers, seeking the repeal of 
the tariff? 

If our tariff on raw materials stands in the way of our competing with 
the English manufacturers, as reported by this mythical expert, why 
do we find the following British papers using the following language 
in commenting upon the message: 

[The Statist.] 
There is ha10dly a single industry in the United States that is not interested in 

maintaining protective duties. 

[People's Journal, Dundee.] 
The change in the American fiscal policy will be beneficial to this countrF, 

and the prospect of it hns diffused fresh hope throughout the business circles in 
the city. • 

[Haddingtonshire Courier, Scotland.] 
We may look to an impetus being given to our home trade that will go far to 

m ake up for the depre sion of late years. 

l The Scotchman.] 
The free importation of iron, coal, and wool would be a great boon to British 

producers. 

It Jooks a little, Mr. Chairman, as if imposition upon the credulity 
of the chairman of the Committee on· Ways and Means had not been 
confined to making hlm believe that seamless stockings could not be 
manufactured in America. 

TRUSTS • 

But, Mr. Chairman, many of the _gentlemen who have n •ocated 
this bill ba>e charged that protection fosten trusts, and th . . a large 
majority of that pestiferous brood have been organized to deal in c•r 
control so-ca.lled protected products. Jot one of those who have made 
thls assertion has proved or even asslJ.Illed to attempt to show how pro
tection is favorable to the formation of trusts. They have all been 
contented "\\"ith the bald declaration. This form of argument may do 
for consumption in the districts or among the people represented by 
these gentlemen, but hardly goes for much here, where we are engaged 
in the important aud responsible duty of trying to ascertain the truth 
and of shaping the fiscal legislation of sixty millions of people. If 
protection brings into existence these formidable combinations we want 
ro know it, and that gentleman who can demonstrate it will earn the 
everlasting gratitude of an abused and anxious public. 

Ur. Chairman, while it is true that not one argument or illustration 
showing or tending to show that these trusts are the offspring of pro
tection has been brought to our notice, there are many proofs to the 

· contrary. The very tact that there is a single unprotected commodity 

which is the subject of a trust, demonstrates to my mind that protec
tion is not essential; for if a trust can be formed to manipulate the 
market in one unprotected production, why may it not be to do the 
same in another and in all; and where, then, is the connection between 
its formation and the principle of protection? Why, the most gigan
tic of all trusts, the pioneer and model for all the others, the one whose 
success has been the inspiration (if anythlng so wicked can said to be 
inspired) of all the others, that consists of fifty or more different 
partnerships and corporations, of which the Standard Oil Company 
proper is but one-the one whose success and profits have far out
stripped that of the IIndson Bay Fur Company, or the world-famous 
Ea,st India Company-the Standard Oil trust-manufactures, deals in, 
and substantially controls the market in a commodity upon whlcb no 
protecti>e tariff duty has ever cast its blight. 

And this is not the only unprotected commodity controlled or sought 
to be controlled by a trust; large numbers of sueh articles are manipu
lated by tbeni. And within a few da.ys information has come to us 
over the wires that in the far West a farmers' trust, with a capital of 
$20 000,000 bas been organized, of course for the purpose of control
ling or try~g to control the products of their industry-the very class 
of all who, the free-trade orators say, are not protected by our present 
tariff, but who are the victims of protection unjustly afforded to other 
industries at the farmers' expense, and to whom by fur the greater part 
of the appeals of the supporters of this bill are directed. 

Far be it from me, following after those who are so expert in making 
unsupported declarations, to assert that these trusts are the result of 
free tra e in, or insufficient tariff protection of, the commodities in 
which any of them deal; but it would seem that those who are not, 
or who may fancy that they are not, sufficiently protected in their bus
iness would be the very ones to cast about for protection, and would 
seek to build up a barrier of some kind, to destroy or break down com
petition. I do not s::1y that tills is so; but I submit that there would 
be much more reason to expect it to be so than that those who our free
trade friends say are so highly protected by a tariff that they are grow
ing immensely rich, and whom they so :flippantly call "robbers" and 
"swindlers," would resort to it. 

Again, Ur. Chairman, if protection is the mother of trusts, how is it 
that they are found to exist in free-trade England? 

Ob, no ! Mr. Chairman. it seems to me that it would be less disin
genuous to inquire whether trusts are not simply another manifesta
tion of that selfishness which exists, and always will exist, in the human 
heart; that inclination on the part of men engaged in business of any 
kind to seek advantage over their competitors; that tendency to OYer
reach and thrive at the expense of others, ihat has been known, at 
least in rare cases, to invade even the kind and benevolent precincts 
of an English trader's heart, and bas led him to force his odious fiscal 
and land laws upon impoveris-hed Ireland and his opium trade upon 
an unwil1ing and unhappy people. 

Would it not be as well to inquire whether a trust is really anything 
new under the sun; whether it is anything mo;:e- tbn.n another form 
for the "combinations," "corners," "pools," and "rings" with 
which for years, reaching back of the enactment of the present tariff 
law, we h::t>e been fhmiliar? 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that this is all there is of it. And I be
lieve, too, that the remedy for the evil does not lie in the destruction 
of the protecti>e system, under w bich the country and the whole coun
try has been so prosperous and under which thousands and millions, 
not members of a trust and w bo do not dream of becoming members 
of one, have prospered. 

The remedy is rather to be found in State control. It is competent 
for the pe.ople of the respective States, and probably competent for them 
alone, to take away from partnerships or corporations organized under 
their laws the power to enter into such combinations, and thus prevent 
the evils arising from their creation. Then let this work be left with 
the authority constitutionally empowered to perform it, and let us per
form the duty which devolves upon us-decide whether the country 
shall enter upon the road to ultimate free trade, or whether it shall 
continue its grand triumphant march on the illgbway of protection to 
American labor. 

TllE SURPLUS. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, in his last annual report, states that 
on the 1st day of December last there was in the Treasury, after every 
possible obligation, including the sinking-fund requirements, had been 
provided for, the sum of$55,258,701.19, which was every day growing 
larger, and which would, as shown by a carefuf estimate, be increased 
on the 30th day of next month to $140,000,000. 

We are informed by the same official that there has been each year for 
twenty-two years a surplus of revenue above current annual expenses, 
amounting uuring that time, whlcb ended June 30, 1887, .to the grand 
total of $1,491,845,!)53.12. What was done with this surplus by for· 
mer administrations? Why, it was applied, except what was needed 
for permanent funds in the Treasury, as it should have been, to the 
reduction of the public debt. It never occurred to any former admin
istration that while we were owing an enormous debt there was any
thing to be done with the annual surplus except to apply it to the pay
ment of our indebtedness. 

- I 
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It was left to the one now in power to discover that there was great 
danger in the existence of a" surplus" much smaller than that which 
had been found to exist in each of several former years, and to make 
frantic appeals forita reduction by removal oftarifl'duties and gloomy 
prognostications of the dire results of a failure to do so. 

Why is it that the present Administration has not, like its prede
cessors, applied its surplus to the payment of the bonded debt? It 
has had ample authority to do so by express provision of law, so plain 
that it would Reem that he that runs might read, and one which this 
House has, by a two-thirds vote, declared to contain the authority. 
Why, then, has it not, without being driven to do so by the inexorable 
demand of public opinion, and by the voice of many of its supporters 
in this House, instead of endeavoring to alarm the money market, and 
so bring on a financial panic, gone about doing wh.'l.t any wise business 
man would have done-paid ita debts with its surplus? 

The reason is too evident. Having a pet theory to estahl_ish, wish
ing to brin~ about the adoption in this country of a free-trade system, 
it bas not hesitated to use the assumed pressure of a plethoric and 
overburdened Treasury to force its peculiar views upon the people. 
In other words, it bas abandoned its relation of servant of the people 
and assumed that of their guardian and master. 

Mr. Chairman, let the Administration continue in the good work of 
redeeming the outstanding bonds at a large saving of interest, as it 
has been compelled to do against its will, and it will not be long be
fore there will be no ''surplus'' to complain of, and in its place will be 
found a large decrease in the principal of the public debt, and conse
quent reduction in the interest burden upon the people. 

But, Jl.fr. Chairman, if for any reason this course should not be found 
practicable, or if unfriendliness to this method shall result in tardy 
action in this direction, the Democrf~tic majority in this House can find 
ample ways to prevent the future accumulation of any surplus in the 
Treasury by wise expenditure of the money that shall come into it. 

A bill has already been passed by the Senate of the United States, 
providing for the expenditure of $77,000,000 in eight years, in the 
ednca.tion ofthe illiterate masses which will, if not enlightened, so dan
gerously tbrea,ten our peace during the coming years; a bill which a 
large majority of the members of this House would gladly vote for; 
but which, in obedience to the behest of the free-trade cabal that rules 
the Democratic majority, sleeps the sleep of death in the committee
room. 

The dependent-pension bill, that act of tardy justice to the disabled 
defenders of the Union, is upon the Union Calendar of this House 
awaiting action. Pass it, and a large portion, if not all, of the so
called ''surplus " will be distributed among the people~ and one of our 
mo t sacred obligations will be discharged. 

A service-pension bill, an act of justice to the survivors of the war, 
t,he passage of which the late Democratic convention of Indiana in a 
catch-vote mood so heartily indorsed, would dispose of a large por
tion, and perhaps 11oll of the surplus revenue in the Treasury. I say 
"catch-vote mood," because the representatives of that party on this 
floor are supporting, and that same convention approved in another 
resolution, a policy which.will make it impossible to pay the pension so 
indorsed. 

Our coast defenses are calling for repairs and improvements, without 
which we are absolutely at the mercy of foreign nations; and this 
would require the expenditure of a large sum. 

Our Navy is in great need of extension. The same necessity that 
exists for the erection and repair of coast defenses obtains with re
spect to the enlargement and increased efficiency of our Navy. In the 
event of a foreign war our Navy as at prese~t constituted and pro
vided would not be able to cope with those of even third-rate powers. 
To strengthen and improve our Navy, so that it would be able to en
force our rights on the high seas and protect our coast, would require 
an expenditure which would greatly reduce the "surplus." 

Again, to reflllld to the States that paid them the direct taxes that 
were collected from them, and the retaining of which by reason of the 
refusal and neglect of the other States to pay their share has resulted 
in such a gross injustice, would take about $17,000,000 from the "sur
plus'' and circulate it among the people. 

To refund this money was so api_>arently an act of justice that three
fifths of the members of this House insisted upon doing it, through an 
eight days' continuous session, until enough of them, at the crack of 

. the party whip, '' took the back track" to indefinitely postpone the 
iustice, and at the same time save the sacred "surplus." 

But, Mr. Chairman, if we ru-e not to pay our honest debts and liberal 
pensions, nor refund the direct tax, nor build and repair our coast de
fenses, nor increase our Navy, nor instruct our ignorance, and we are 
to reduce our revenue, the only question remaining is in what manner 
shall such reduction be accomplished. The President and a majority 
of the Committee on Ways and Means sa.y it shall be done by a reduc
tion of the duties on imports and the admission of certain articles now 
paying duties to the free-list. 

The amount of the surplus for the current year is estimatedat$113,-
000,000. I have attempted in my feeble way to show why this reduc
tion should not be secured in the manner suggested by these gentlemen. 
It remains for me as au honest man, upon the responsibility resting 

in part upon me as a representative of the people, to give my views 
upon the way in which the flow of this surplus into the Treasury may 
be prevented. 

Personally, :Mr. Chairman, I would be glad, if we are to reduce the 
revenues to current expenses, to see the whole internal-revenue system 
abolished. It is a system of ta.xation, pure and simple, and direct in 
its character, and one that has never been resorted to in this country 
except in emergencies. It is odious in its burdens and odious in the 
methods of its collection. Under it the tax-gatherer can ente1· and 
invade the privacies of homes and have admission to business men's 
most valued secrets. It accomplishes its end, and in many ca es can 
only do so, by a system of espionage calling to its aid spies and emissaries. 

The repeal of this system would dispose at once of the whole question 
of a supposed surplus. That surplus is estimated at $113,000,000. The 
income derived from the internal re>enue last year was $118,000,000, 
w hicb, less the expense of its collection, $4,000,000, would leave there
duction almost precisely equal to the surplus. It is to be observed 
further in this connection that this would also dismiss an army of offi
cials, four thousand in number, and reduce the expenses of the Govern
ment 84,000,000 a year. What better way can be devised to settJe this 
vexed question of a surplus than this? But it is said by the supporters 
of this bill that this would be leaving the burdens upon the necessaries 
of liie and taking it off from the vices. It is interesting to note, in this 
connection, that this is the :first time in the history of the Democratic 
party that they have been solicitous to keep burdens upon vice andre
lieve the .necessaries. They are so anxious to place burdens upon >ice 
that they are willing to burden the people with four millions of expense 
to do it. As is sometimes the case with other new converts, their zeal 
has got the better of their sense. If t.he Democratic party in its new
born zeal to reduce the cost of the necessaries, wishe::; to remove the bur
dens therefrom, why does it not admit sugar, that article of prime ne
cessity that enters into the consumption everyday of the poorest in the 
land, to the free-list? It pretends to be anxious to warm the poor man's 
body; why not also be anxious to sweeten his cup? The answer is too 

.Plain. It is for political reasons that this unjust discrimination is made. 
No Democrat can, nor has attempted to, explain it. It is not the only 
re!'.pect in which this bill is trut;kling, dishonest, cowardly, and sec
tional. 

There is another reason why this tax should be removed from spirits 
and fermented liquors. The matter of taxing the liquor traffic should 
be left with the States, the only authority that can, under onr Con
stitution, as a police regulation, impose a tax upon the traffic as dis
tinguished from the liquors themselves. .The General Government 
should not in any manner stand nor seem to stand in the way of the 
proper exercise of this power by the States to eradicate this great evil 
from the land, except in the event of a dire necessity, like a war or the 
resulting necessity for large revenue to pay the cost of it. 

But, Mr. Chairman, while this would be my way of preventing the 
accumulation of a surplus, I am not unwilling to vote for any other 
method upon which a majority can agree that will at the same time 
continue in force without any impairment the principle of protection 
to American lahor. 

I am willing to vote in a spirit of harmony and compromise for the 
repeal of all the internal revenue derived from the tax on tobacco and 
cigars and the special taxes on mn.nufacturers of and dealers in those 
articles, the tax on spirits used in the arts, and the duty upon sugar. 
This would, less the amount of a sugar bounty, <tf which I shall speak, 
reduce the income ninety-five millions which is perhaps as large a re
duction as can safely be made. 

To repeal the duty on sugar, under the circumstances, would be no 
violation of the principle of protection to home industries, since the ex
perience of the past demonstrates that there can not be produced in 
this country from cane above 10 per cent. of our consumption of this 
article, owing to climatic and other reasons that will continue to exist. 
When it is impossible, in the nature of things, to produce an amount 
of any article of common consumption nearly equal to that consump
tion, that is not one of those articles that should be protected by a tariff, 
any more than an article which we can not produce in any quantity. 
There are oflate, however, indications that owing to new inventions 
and discoveries the manufacture of sugar from beets and sorghum may 
prove.successful, and may yet, with proper encouragement, equal tho 
great demand in this country. 

I would, therefore, while removing the duty from this article, pro
vide for a bounty which would sufficiently protect the caue-sagar in
dustry, and at the same time stimulate the experiments which are now 
promising so much in the way of the production of surgar from sor
ghum and beets. 

But, Mr. Chairman, to return to a subject which I have already 
touched. We have a public debt of nearly twelve hundred millions. 
When, I ask the gentlemen upon the other side, do they propose to pay 
that? If there is to be no income beyond current expenses, when can 
that be paid? More than two hundred millions of the bonded debt 
fall due in 1891, now close at baud. llow shall they be met at ma
turity? I suppose our friends upon the other side would say, by mak
ing a new loan. But " are they iu i~n·or of indefinitely continuing our 
debt? Do they believe that "a public debt is a public blessing?" Do 
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they want to follow in the footsteps of Great Britain and have and for
ever continue a public loan? The alacrity with which they favor ·t;he 
English idea of free trade may well create the suspicion that they are 
also willing to continue indefinitely our public debt, because that, too, 
is "English, you know." · 

For myself, l!Ir. Chairman, I have to say that I am in favor of a 
continuance of the policy of the Republican party, of paying our debts 
until the last cent of them shall be liquidated; not only those that are 
bonded, but those other large amounts that are equally as sacred. 
And the American people, too, are in favor of this policy. They al
ways h::we been, arid have given no sign of a change of opinion. Not 

. a petition bas come up to this House during this session of nearly six 
months' duration asking for any change. A great deal bas been said 
about the burdens of taxation resting upon the people and the neces
sity for removing them. I call the attention of the American people 
to a fact which perhaps, owing to the clamor of the Democratic politi
cians, bas escaped their attention, that not a single person has asked 
this Congress by petition to reduce taxation by a reduction or repeal 
of tariff duties. Not one. The RECORD will fail to disclose that a 
single petition has been introduced for that purpose. There could be 
no stronger evidence that all this talk about the people's groaning un
der their burdens of taxation has no foundation. It all emana-tes from 
the brains of politicians who see the handwriting on the wall that 
their party has been "weighed in the balance and found wanting," 
and who are casting about for some issue or party shibboleth with which 
they may make an attempt to hoodwink the people into intrusting them 
again with~political power. 

And, Mr. Chairman, while there is such a dearth of petitions for the 
passage of the Mills bill, or any similar measure, the record of the pro
ceedings of this House discloses the fact that thousands upon thousands 
of our people, in all walks of life, but est~ecially those engaged in labor, 
are, by petitions addressed to us, crying out and protesting against its 
passage. To all these prayers the majority of the Committee on Ways 
and Means turn a deaf ear; they give these people no hearing; but, 
taking counsel alone of the demands of their own political fortunes, 
they insist upon saying to these people, ·" You don't know what you 
want. We alone are able to determine that. What you need is not a 
continuation of our own American system, but its destruction, and the 
erection upon its ruins of a foreign system, for which, while it is true 
you do not ask for it, every English manufacturer and every English 
ship-owner is devoutly praying ; and this being an English administra
tion, to them alone do we give ear." 

Mr. Chairman, a vast amount of valuable time has been occupied in 
the course of this debate by those advocating this bill in the vain at
tempt to show that the placing of wool upon the free-list will not injure 
the producers of wool. The same men who say this complaim that a duty 
upon any other manufactured article than wool-and wool is a manu
factured article-enhances the profits upon that articl~ to its manufa.ct
mer. !fit does, why not also to the producerofwool? Ifadutywill 
give more profit to one manufacturer, why not to another? To an or
dinary mind this question is unanswerable. Even some of those rending 
the air for free wool admit that the duty does enable the wool-grower 
to make a better profit; but they say if he will only let them take the 
duty off he can bny his woolen clothes enough cheaper to make up the 
difference. If taking the duty off would have the effect thus claimed, 
how many wool-growers are there raising so small an amount of wool 
that the difference in the price of their woolen clothing would equal the 
profits they would lose upon their wool? An exceedingly small num
ber, indeed. 

It takes not over 6 pounds of wool to make a suit of heavy clothing 
for a man. It does not take as much for a. woman; but assuming that 
it does, an ave~age family, say one of five persons, would thus gain at 
12 cents, the highest duty per pound upon the 30 pounds of wool re
quired to furnish each of them a good snit of woolen clothing for each 
year, the sum of $3.60. The President in his remarkable message says 
that a large proportion of the sheep owned by the farmers are found in 
small flocks, numbering from twenty-five to fifty. It is my observa-

. tion that a very small portion of the sheep-owners of the country have 
only twenty-five. I believe that the average would not be less than 
seventy-five. But suppose the average to be only fifty. According to 
the President the enhanced value of their wool would be, because of 
the tariff, $36. Thus we find that the increased cost of clothing of the 
farmer, because of the tariff, is $3.60, while his increased profit is 
$36. In other words, that his profit, by reason of the tariff, is just ten 
times his loss by it. Now, I have made no allowance for blankets for 
the family of the sheep-owner. Sup"J)ose he bought two blankets a 
year, weighing 5 pounds each, which would be a liberal estimate, 
his entire tax, by reason of the wool tariff, would be only $!.80; but 
to be entirely safe, suppose we double the amount of wool required, 
we would then have a tax of $9.60, an amount equal to only about 
one-fourth of the farmer's profit on his wool. 

Now, all this is on the theory that the amount of the tariff is added 
to the cost to the consumer of the article upon which it is levied, while 
our experience shows that woolens are produced almost as cheaply 
under the tariff as they can be produced in England, and the Presi
dent's argument falls to the ground. Even while I am speaking, an 
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all-wool business suit for a man, cut in the latest faehion, elegantly 
made, and fit for any man to wear, can be bought in the shadow of thia 
Capitol for $10, and coarser styles for proportionately lower sums
prices that certainly refute all al'gument to the effect that a tariff 
begets high prices to the consumer. 

And when, as has been shown upon this floor without dispute, a pair 
of blankets of precisely the sanie weight and quality as those which 
cost in England $4.45, and upon which tariff duties and charges of $4.90 
are levied, making a total of $9. 35, are sold in this country at $5. 20, 
it is about time for the President and his co-workers in this House, and 
for everybody else, to cease making the monstrous claim that the tariff 
laws "raise the price to consumers of all articles imported and subject 
to duty by precisely the sum paid for such duties." 

Now, if the argument addressed to wool-growers that they can buy 
their clothing enough cheaper to make up for their loss on the price of 
their wool is a good one, why is it not equally as good applied to any 
other producers-to the manufacturers of all the multiplied articles 
which human ingenuity and industry can produce for the comfort or 
use of man? Why apply it to wool alone? And if it can be applied 
to all those industries as well as to wool, why does not the argument 
result logically in free trade, when all the expenses ofthe Government 
shall be raised by a direct tax and the custom-houses shall be abol
ished? Some of the gentlemen on the other side, not seeing any escape 
from this logic, accept it as good and boldly avow themselves as in fn.vor 
of free trade. They are the consistent ones. The argument of the 
President as certainly ends in ultimate free trade as any conclusion ever 
resulted from a major and minor premise; and, Mr. Chairman, if the 
people of this country are ever deluded or driven or persuaded, or 
dragged by their political leaders into the support of this bill, those 
leaders will be justified in taking further steps towards free trade, as 
they can well plead as an excuse that the people have declared in favor 
of such a policy. 

Mr. Chairman, I have listened in vain during the debate for one 
expression from that portion of the Democratic majority upon the floor 
of this House who are most vigorously demanding the passage of this 
bill, to wit, the gentlemen representing the cotton belt, of sympathy 
for the cause of labor; for the expression of a single desire for the ..ad
vancement of the cause of labor; for any commendation of this bill 
because it will enhance the price of labor ..()l.' better the condition of 
the laborer. Why is this? The advocates of protection on this floor 
say that protection will increase the price of labor, and give that as 
one of the strongest reasons for their support of the system; but the 
gentlemen from the extreme South, while denying that protection will 
do what its friends claim, yet sing no peans to labor, speak no good 
word for it, express no solicitude for its welfare. Qn the contrary, one 
of those gentlemen has stated, during this debate, that he wants not only 
cheap goods, but an opportunity to procure cheap labor; and another, 
the accomplished and able gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER], 
announces and adheres to the exploded doctrine that no warrant can 
be found in the Constitution for the protection of labor. 

Mr. Chairman, do not these gentlemen thus ignore the claims of labor 
because they mistakingly conceive the cheapening of labor to be in their 
interest and that of their constituents? Do they not wish to keep the 
insufficient remuneration of labor at the low ebb where it now stands in 
the South that they may be able to raise their cotton, rice, and sugar 
at the lowest possible cost, and thus increase their profits on those Com
modities? This I believe to be the reason of their ignoring of labor. 
They stand in the same position that their free-trade predecessors of 
ante beUum days occupied. Their chief object was to procure cheap 
food and clothing for their slaves who performed their labor. The de
sire of those who follow them is now, since slavery has been abolished, 
to procure the labor of their former slaves at the lowest possible figure. 
Consequently they wish to see no general advance in the price of all 
kinds of labor, which would surely follow the establishment in the 
South of manufacturing industries under the beneficent regis of a pro
tective system. 

The funny member from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN], as a part of his 
rematks, introduced and presumably indorsed a long screed in the 
form of part of a letter from one Dr. B. F. Ward, of Mississippi, who
ever he is (a near relative, judging from his "amoozing" production, 
oftbe late .Artemus), in which the assumed virtues and greatness of 
the South and the short.comings and unimportance of the North are 
set forth in terms as glowing as untruthful. 

That part of the letter introduced is as follows. I introduce it again 
that the people of my district and my section may have further oppor
tunity to understand the animus and present attitude of the unrecon
str.ucted rebels of the South and their representatives on this floor: 

No careful observer will probably deny that among the wealthy and fashion
able classes at theN orth there is more idleness and extravagance, more folly and 
arrogance, more dissipation and vice, and a more impassable barrier between 
rich and poor than ever existed in the most opulent social circle of slave-holders. 
For however aristocratic they may have beent they were always courteous and 
refined. · In the North the tendency to divine society on financial lines has 
grown with constantly increasing intensity for more than half a century, until 
now it is almost definitely established. The very rich and very poor are as 
widely separated as Dives and Lazarus. In the old South, on the contrary, there 
were processes constantly at work, effecting a gradual and steady diffusion of 
wealth, which preserved in a great measure the homogeneity of society. 
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Prominent among the agenciea were the matrimonial alliances so often con
tracted between the families of the rich and poor. In fact, it wns the rule for 
the active, intellectual, ambitious young men from the poorer fa.milies to marry 
the daughters of wealthy planter:~. Instead of attempting to restrain these alli
ances t-hey were generally encourag-ed by wealthy parents, with a view to pre
serving the physical ~d mentltl vigor of their families without sacrificing their 
estates. To employ a homely but expressive phrase, "brains and money were 
constantly combining" to build up and preserve in the old South th~ finest so
ciet-y in the world, to t.he exclusion of those twin evils, the millionaire and the 
tramp. 

It is capable of producing 1!!,000,000 bales of cotton and will haven. C!lttle range 
left larger than the whole State of New York. This war, prosecuted by the ener
vated, non-progressive "overseers," gathered into then:1.tional domain also the 
Tenitory of New Mexico, itself larger than the Kingdom of Great Britain Rnd 
Ireland; extended the national boundary to the Pacific, and opened to the world 
the Golden Gate of California. 

1\Ir. Tillet, in his haste to elen.te the new South by degrading the old, forgets 
that most of the representative men of the new South, her Senators, Congress
men, Cabinet officers, governors, judges, jurists, leading journalists, college pro
fessors, eminent divines, and successful men of business in every line were born 
and educated under the" curse of slavery." There is no new South. The term 
is a. misnomer and a myth. It is simply a phrase co tume in which old preju
dices masquerade through modern prints, seeking to pervert the eduC!ltion of 
Southern children into the conviction that their ancestors, if not criminal, were 
little more than a race of "idiots," blunderers, blockheads, and failures. But 
the present or futc.re gener tiQns will never find reason to be nshamed of the 
brain worK of the old South. 

The fine moral and intellectual organization of Southern children has hereto
fore been largely due to the fact that their mothers were exempt from the hard
ships of physical drudgery and the depressing effects of impending want. The 
poorest man in the South supported his family with comparative ease, because 
of the gently rising gradations in society and the universal liberality of the 
stronger toward the weakest. How is it in those countries so long freed from 
the "curse of slavery," but where mechanical invention is progressively in
creasing the congestion of wealth and stimulating luxw·ious living among the 
:rich, while it alarmingly swells the ranks of the hungry laborer, the socialist, He tells us that the wealthy families in the South, with a view to 
and the pauper? 'l'ake~!assachusetts, the" hub" of free schools, free labor, and preserving the physical and mental vigor of their families without sac
boasted intelligence, as a fair representative. The average expenses of labor- rificin!! their estates, encouraged matrimonia.l alliances between their 
ing men who are the heads of families in Massachusetts amount to $754.42. ~ 
while their earnings average ;:;558.68. In other words, the workingman falls daughters and the sons of the poor. That the vigor, physical and 
shor·t of a support for hia family $195.74, or 32 per cent. It is wrung from the mental, of the wealthy families of the South needed the infusion of new 
toil of the mother and children, not through the discharge of the ordinary do- blood from some outside source, I am not prepared to deny, bnt he 
mestic duties of woman's sphere, but in the wages mill. 

One-third of·the enterprises of great. pith and moment, rather than the nursery fails to tell us what alliances were provided for the sons of the rich. 
of scribblern. She has made history for others to write and sell. She has carved They seem to have been oT"erlooked. Or were their alliances not mat
with the sword the pathway of the pen and made America the stronghold of · · 1 b t tr t d tsid th 1 ~' that d 1 · d 
the Anglo-Saxon race. The first 1·esolutions declaring the right of the colonies nmoma ' u con ac e ou e e p::t e 0.1. sacre re at1on, an 
to be "free and independent" were introduced into a. Southern legislature by between them and their bondwomen? The tell-tale bleaching com
a Southern man. The first resolutions to the same effect were presented in the ple:tions of the African race in the South only too plainly answer this 
Colonial Congress by another Southern man, and took form and consistence in t" Wh d th t th .r. ·li f h · b - h S h 
the Declaration of Independence, under the matchless genius of still another ques IOD. 0 won e:rs a e .~.ami es 0 t e nc In t e out 
Southern man. A Southern man led the patriot armies to victory, and estab- needed more mental and physical vigor? 
lished the possibilities of the proudest nation on the earth. A Southern man Brains and money were constantly combining, he says, to build np 
was prime mover of the convention that framed the Constitution. 'When the 
Government had been created its organic law was still an unexplained book, a and preserve in the South the finest society in the world ''to the exclu-
ponderous oar in unskilled hands. sion of those twin evils, the millionaire and the tramp.'' The arrogance 

It was left for the greatest legal mind of the age, a Southem Chief-Justice, to of this claim is only equaled by its oblivion of the combination that ex
analyze and stamp upon it the construction which will be accepted as long as 
the Constitution is respected. A Southern man framed the ordinance for the isted between brains and the greed for money to build up and preserve 
organization and government of the great Northwestern Territory, an instru- slavery, that "twin relic of barbarism." 
ment second in importance only to the Constitution of the United States. A This same reliable gentleman tells us in his rem"rkable letter that 
Southern man was the author of the republican theory of popular government ... 
which prevailed during the sixty years of our greatest prosperity, peace, and all the brains, all the patriotism, all the moral worth of the country in 
happiness. Of the fifteen Presidents of the Continental Congress, eight were the early days of the Republic were found in Southern men; but he 
from slave States. From 1789 to 1853, a period of sixty-four years, embracing fi · . · 
eleven administrations, the slave Slates furnished eight Presidents, whose terms orgets to pomt out whiCh one of them all was from the cotton States, 
of service covered fifty-two years. that section to which he belongs, and which is attempting, by the pas-

During the same time the free States furnished three Presidents, whose com- sage of this bill, to fasten upon the whole country the infamous labor
bined terms covered twelve years. Of twelve Vice-Presidents, four were from impoverishin.,oo system of En

0
oolish free tmde. 

slave States. Unde1· these eleven administrations the slave States supplied 
fourteen Secretaries of State, eleven Secret.aries of War, six Secretaries of the He does not remind us that of all the splendid galaxy of great men 
Treasury, nine Secretaries of the Navy, and eight Postmaster-Generals. Of fifty- who introduced into a Southern Legislature the first resolutions dcclar
fivo Presidents pro ttmlpore of the Senate, thirty-one Speakers of the House, 
twenty-two were from slave States. Of five Chief-Justices two, and the only ing the right of the colonies to be "free and indepep.dent," who pre
two of great eminence, were from slave States. Of twenty-nine Associate-Jus- sen ted the first resolutions to the same effect in the COlonial Congress, 
ticcs, seventeen were from slave States. Of twenty-one Attorney-Genera!Sj four- h t th D 1 ti" find d h 1 d th tr" t · t 
teen were from slave States. Of one hundred and eighty-fiye public ministers ": 0 WTO e e ec ara O:t;l O epen ence, W o e . epa 10 arnnes o 
to foreign conn tries, ninety-nine were from slave States. VICtory, who were the pnme movers of the conventwrr that formed the 

Without goin~further i~to ex~anstivedetails, for whic~ material is abun~ant Constitution, who stamped upon the Constitution the construction 
and overwhelming, we affirm, Without fear of dece.nt derua.l, that~ong the hoes which will be accepted as Ion a as the Constitution is respected and 
of these fifty-two years are ranged all the broad and lofty conceptiOns of states-~ . 0 ' 

manship, all the bold and fruitful enterprises, all the grand and comprehensive who framed the ordinance of 1787, not one was from the cotton States • 
achievements from which have evolved the pride, the power, and the glory of of the Union, not one from that portion of the South denominated 
the American people. "solid " where elections are a farce and h Re t ti th· The war of 1812 was scarcely less important in its results than the war of in- • . . • ' W ere . pres~ ~, ves on :s 
aependence. The one left us an embryonic nation; the other developed full- floor are, With few exceptions, recorded as commg With no oppoSl
grown power, wipin&" out .the results of myenty-fi':e years, pl:mting our fing ti<;m," by a vote in many instances less than one-tenth of the legally 
upon the ocean, and di!solvmg every do~bt m the mm~ of foreign powers that authorized constituency He is also careful to omit mention of the 
we were a. Government de facto, and entitled to a place m the front rank of na- ' . . . • . . 
tions. Thlswar,wearetoldbya.Northernhistorian, "wasa.Southern measure glonous part which hiS own State has taken mall the grand achieve
for the protection of Northern interests;" yet it was inaugurated and pressed ments of the country's history. 
to a triumphant issue nnder the administration of a. Southern slaveholder, sup- .H d t · h f "ill . , . . 
ported by a " solid South," in the face of the almost solid opposition of the free e. oes no mention t e name o one ustnous son of MlSSlS-
States. Who were the master spirits of that struggle? s.uch men as Clay, Cal- sippi who, possessed of that ''fine moral and intellectual organization'' 
~~~J; o¥th~D~l~~~d~~t!d~on~:t'ainn~.Crawford; while only five Senators of which he prates, has shed any lus~e~ OJ?- o~ country. Has this~. 

In the gloomiest and most critical days of the conflict, New England, which Ward, or hf~:S f:be gen.tle~an from MisslSSlppl, the nru:te of o~e to g1ve 
"wr!tes.all~eb~oks,"wa.s!J.ol~ga.secession~o~vention,denouncingthewar us? Why IS lt that while the South ha.s been makmg "history for 
and mtngwng w1th the emissarres ?f Great Brltam. As a consequence, when others to write and sell'' the State of Mississippi ha.s received in that 
England sent her powerful fleet to mvest our ports, she exempted the coast of '1.! - • h f · . 
New England from the operations of the blockade. When the success of the ~tory no mention wort Y o record, except that she repudiated her 
war had e~tablis~ed its .Popul~rity ~the fre~ States, a Sout~ern man formulated honest debts, and was the home of the only president of the only Con
the financial policy which e:rlmgmshed 1ts =ense debt m less than twenty federacy ever organized to destroy that Constitution which this brag-

Y'ij!;'der these same "slothful and demoralizing" auspices of slavery the great gart in his letter boasts Southern men framed, established, and con
Indian wars were fought, their magnificent country_op~n.e? to .white settJement, strued? 
the ~vages rem:ov~d, and measures adopted for theu ci yilizatiOn. .~Ionda w~s But the 't apex of audaci t.y " to use the language of another is reached 
a.cqmred from Spain, and from France that vast dommn, the Louisiana Tern- b h" "bbl h ' · · ' 
tory comprising more than one million square miles, greater in extent and Y t 1S sen er, W en, as a stigma npon the faiT fame of the North, 
rich~t: ~resources than the w~ole territoi:Y ?f ~he. th~n existin,g United States, he repeats the stale and long ago exploded lie that the Hartford con
and g1vm~ us the s<?le ownership of. the MISSISsippl ~verfrom Its sources to th.e vention was a '' secession convention,'' and when the only ''secession 
Gulf. This one achievement,conce1ved and accomplished by a Southern Presi- . , l . . . . . 
dent, through the supreme skill and courage of a Southern diploma.tisli, over- conventiO~ ever he d ~ere m those States, mcludmg hiS own, which 
shadows in irs stupendous proportions. outweighs in the vastness of its results through him are arrogating to themselves all the virtue and greatness 
every national measure presented by Northern statesmanship and secured by and patriotism in the land 
Northern enterprise since the landing at Plymouth Rock. It was this far-reach- . . • . , , . 
ing stroke of Southern diplomacy which elicited from the great Napoleon the While recotmting the glones of the old South," as he lS pleased to 
prophetic rema~k that the "acquisition of Louisiana.. ~orev~r strength.ens the call it, why does he finish his record at 1833? Is he ashamed of the 
power of the Umte~ St~~es and g1ves to England amantrme rival thatw1ll some pait the '1 Senators, Congressmen, Cabinet officers, governors, judges, 
day humble her pride. _ . . . . lis ll fi · d" · ' 

The war for the independence of Texas and the administration of its govern- Jurists, leading JOUrna ts, co ege pro essors, and emment lVInes,' 
ment by its Southern ¥residents was another manifestation of the "slothful en- ''born and educated under the cnrse of slavery'' have taken in the 
ergies"ofthe''dependentidlers"and"overseers." ThewarwithlUexicoand · d · th t ? I h t 11 d f th 1 · 
the annexation of Texas were assailed by the free States with the same vche- peno,, Since a year S e no . equa Y as. prou 0 e.g OrlO?S 
ment opposition which they had presented to the last war with England; but part Southern men" have taken m that penod of our gloriOUS his-
:~~~~~~~e~~.s~;:;~~!~~~~!h~~~~dth0e0f~c;=i~~t?~~~o\!!~~\!~~gthn~ tory as o_f that period to which he confines his praise? Is it strange, 
giant of whom it has been graphically said: "If Texas were laid on the face of MI: Charrr~um~ that a man who thus extols slavery, and ~he syste~ of 
Europe, with the head resting on the mountains of Norway, one palm covering society which 1t created and fostered, should protest against anything 
London and the oth~r Warsaw, it would stretch. across the kingdom of Den- "new," and declare that there is no "new South/' and that the term 
mark,_ across ~he empire~ of Germany and Austria, across Northern Italy, and is simply a "phr:ase costume?" 
bathe 1ts feet m the Mediterranean." • 
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It is just such men as this that have kept and are trying to keep the 

South in the shadow of the past; who constantly wave the "bloody 
shirt" and get mad because they can not have a monopoly of the 
business; who refuse to look forward, but have always their eyes to
wards the rear of the procession. It is not strange that the South 
should be so slow to avail herself of the benefits of the American sys
tem of protection to labor when men who are capable of writing such 
stuff are complimented on this floor as "distinguished citizens" and 
their productions are read and indorsed by honorable representatives 
from that section. 

1\Ir. Chah'"Inan, I deny the imputations implied in the attempt of this 
letter to belittle the part taken by the men of the North in seeming 
and maintaining our liberties. Her great names come trooping into 
my memory. Her Adamses, Franklins, :Morrises, Schuylers, Sherm!;ms, 
Warrens, Hamiltons, Jays, Livingstons, and a host of others make up 
the noble array. Their deeds I do not need to 1econnt; they are writ
ten on the glorious pages of imperishable history. And I am reminded 
that while it may be true that men of the South were the first to pass 
resolutions (and I honor their memory), men of the North were the 
first to act, and the first to seal their de..-otion by shedding their blood 
in defense of American independence. 

I have only disgust and contempt for the fulsome twaddle in which 
this man talks about the "fine moral and intellectual" superiority of 
the men of the South over those of the North, and the sneers with 
which he speaks of the ''hungry laborer, the socialist, and the paupers'' 
oftho North. It smacks of the sentiment so prevalent in the days of 
tho "old South," that the farmers of the North were the "mudsills" of 
society and the mechanics were "greasy," so often and so defiantly 
flung into the faces of the patient freemen of the North before the days 
when it was demonstrated that it took more than one of those South
ern r.a.valiers to whip five "mudsills" and "greasy" mechanics, and 
when it became necessary for those same'' mudsills ''and ''mechanics," 
by their prowess and devotion to hnman liberty, on a thousand fields, to 
defend that Constitution which only Southern men established and 
con trued, against the deadly assaults of their' descendants. 

Ur. Chairman, free-trade writers and orators are given to gloomy 
prognostications of impending ruin. But somehow such forecasts have 
always proved to be the mistaken utterances of trembling fear, and 
have never been realizetl. Many oi those who stand hlgh in the coun
cils of the free-traders have been thus unfortunate in their prophecies. 

lion. Dand A. Wells, in a speech delivered by him in Cooper In
stitute, in November, 1883, and in which he claimed that protection 
had so stimulated manufacturing in this country that the home mar
ket was overstocked, and until free trade should come to our relief we 
should go on from bad to worse, said: 

Things will grow worse until, through wreck and disaster, the home domes
tic manufacturing production is forced down into correspondence with or be
low the requirements for domestic consumption,unless in the mean time, through 
a change in our national fiscal policy, other and larger markets and outlets for 
our present surplus product can be opened, or some special providence, like 
famine or war in the Old \Vorld,comes to temporarily help us out of our dilemma. 

Well, neither foreign war nor famine has come to our relief; there 
has been no change in our fiscal policy, nor has there been any forcing 
down of production; but, on the contrary, many more manu..tactnring 
establishments have been commenced, and the production from shops 
and farms has been largely increased, and no '' wreck and disaster " 
have come, and we are more prosperous and wages are hjgher and goods 
are more in demand than then. The fact is, and one which .Mr. \V ells 
in the same speech admits, that at that tinle there was, as all will re
member, a general stagnation in business throughout the civilized 
world, including even free-trade England, from which our country, 
owing to the fiscal policy of which 1\Ir. Wells complains, has recovered 
more rapidly and more SUl'ely than the nations of the Old World. 

Again, he &'lid in the same speech: 
A continuation of the causes and policy which restricts onr American manu

facturer merely to the domestic market for the sale of his products and debars 
him in a great degree from access to foreign markets, inevitably means, there
fore, low wages and the degradation and impoverishment of the masses, or in
sures the very results which it. is claimed a high-tariff policy is certain to avert. 

Well, nearly five years have elapsed, and while the policy of which 
he complains has continued we have not had low wages nor degrada
tion and impoverishment of the masses, but, on the contrary, an ad
Tance in wages and the opposite of degradation and impoverishment 
of the masses. 

Mr. Chairman, the argument of the free-trader and of the advocatc3 
of this bill, it seems to me, is a sordid dollar-and-cent argument. It 
rises to no great height. It has to do only with the question, How 
much chea.per can I bny a suit of clothes or a pair of shoes. It does 
not take a comprehensi>e and patriotic view of the situation. It does 
not ask what is the best thing for the country as a whole, but what is 
best for me as an individual. It does not occupy the standpoint of the 
country's glory, of its increase in wealth and power, of the multiplica
tion of its industries. It does not take an account of America as stand
ing by herself antl for herself. It does not appeal to our patriotism, 
but to our love of money. It expresses no desire to see the price of 
labor enhanced, bnt drivels ahout cheaper clothing for those who have 
first to earn their money before they can bny clothing, either cheap or 
denr. 

It does not glory in a system of our own, but has its eye fixed upon the 
system of a foreign people no more adapted to our situation than is that 
same people's government to our free Constitution. In short, it looks 
backwards and not forwards. It would foist upon a young, vigorous, 
progressive, and free people the old, worn-outreffete, impoverishing, and 
class-preferring system of a country whose rich are ever growing richer 
and whose poor are ever growing poorer. It is not the argument that 
the American people will listen to. It is not the argument that a. peo
ple who unhesitatingly assumed the expenditure of$10, 000,000,000 and 
the sacrifice of half a million of valuable lives to sustain and enforce a 
great principle will appreciate. They still love that country they sac
rificed so much to save, and are looking forwa.Id to her greater and 
grander glory, when her people, through and by means of her beneficent 
protective system-her own American system-shall surpass the pros
perity and happiness which they have already achieved, and stand un
rivaled in the world's history in all that constitutes a people's great
ness. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, what isonrduty as representatives and pa
triots? Shall we, in response to the demands of doctrinaires, and in 
the face of our experience, abandon a policy under which we have ad
vanced from a third-rate to a first-rate power; under whicp we have 
undergone a complete industrial revolution; under which we have 
emerged from a condition of comparative obscurity to the proud posi
tion among the nations typified by the magnificent figure, with torch 
in hand shining a hundred miles out to sea, of "Liberty Enlighten
ing the World;" under which we quelled th<l greatest rebellion recorded 
in history; under which we have mt~re rapidly and more easily paid 
the enormous debt incurred thereby than could any other nation ever 
organized among men; underwhichlaborhasmoreliberty, more rights, 
more comforts, more power than under any other government on the 
earth; uncler which religion is freer, truth more untrammeled, freedom 
more assured, and wealth more diffused than among any otherpeople? 

Shall we continue the policy of keeping American markets for Ameri
can labor, and so foster our own industries and builcl up our own great
ness, or shall we return to our condition before all this greatness and 
glory came upon us, to that condition always following free-trade leg
islation, and surrender to England our independence and prosperity? 

To these questions for myself I have but one answer. I stand for 
the toilers of America, their continued and increasing prosperity, and 
the consequent glory of my country. 

Mr. MONTGOUERY. M:r. Chairman, · fn considering the subject 
covered by this bill we are addressing ourselves to a duty which in 
every age has been the most important that has devolved on the rep
resentatives of the people. Inherent i:J. the very idea of human gov
ernment, no matter under what system, no matter how crude or bow 
perfect, is the principle that each individual member must make some 
contribution to a common fund to be used for the common good. 

Every individual who is worthy to become a member of organized 
society, known as government, will cheerfully make this contribution 
just so long as he teels that the amount exacted approximates a fair 
distribution of the common burdens among those to be benefited, and 
no longer. 

The methods by which these contributions are gathered into the com
mon fund, no matter how simple or how complex; no matter how harsh 
or how insidious in their operation; no matter whether paid in hard 
cash out of the citizen's pocket, or by the &'lle of his property by a col
lector, or concealed in the enhanced price of what he eats, drinks., or 
wears, constitute taxation. 

It certainly goes without saying that under our boasted free govern
ment, whose people we are representing in our deliberations on this 
bill, both the methods and measure of taxation ought to be· just and 
equal to every citizen wherever be his home or whatever be his occu
pation. However much we may differ on other propositions; boweYer 
difficult it may be for the member on this side of the House to convince 
the member on that side that when the consumer has paid $1.47 for an 
article that it cost only $1 to produce be is poorer than he would have 
been had he bought it for the Sl; and however difficult it may be for 
the member on that side to convince this side that the ma.n who paid 
the extra 47 cents received a blessing in disguise; however persistently 
and vociferously and ingeniouslythe tax-eater may plead with the tax
p:>.yer that both are made richer by the peculiar twist of the wrist by 
which this operation was performed; however doggedly the tax-payer 
may insist that the emptiness of his pocket is none the less real because 
his money was taken by a process which he was led to believe would 
fill rather thah empty his purse! however much we may debate these 
questions, I venture the assertion that no man in this Hall or out of it 
will be found to roy that the burdens of the Government, like its bless
ings, ought not to full equally on all the people. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is fortunately one other proposition upon 
which we can all agree. :Much adYerse criticism of the President's 
bold, fearless, and manly message has been indulged in, both in this 
and in the other end of the Capitol, and in the press, by the rcpresenta
ti ves of those whose "busine§S interests," as they style their right un
der the existing laws to levy contribution on the necessaries of life, 
thev say will be ctisturbed if this bill passes. At ftrst some were even 
bol4 enough to say that there ought to be ncr reduction of taxation; 
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that instead of reduction of taxation there ought to be expansion of 
expenditure to get rid of the surplus; that the representatives of the 
people ought to beds fertile in expedients to squander the surplus as 
they bad been in expedients to collect it; that they ought to be able to 
find or invent some new drain by which an overflowing Treasury might 
be emptied. With them it mattered not how or where the money was 
expended, so it was expended, and the necessity for tax reduction averted. 
But this idea was advanced cautiously to ascertain whether the people 
would submit to having their money thus squandered. .A.n unmistaka
ble negative response from the press and the people bas warned the 
opponents of revenue reform that the people stand guard over tbis'ave
nue oi escape from the duty they owe their constituents, and have 
promised time and again to discharge-to reduce taxation. 

So ibat now I believe I am justified in saying that no member on 
that side of the House, however he may hate to see the pruning-]plife 
of revenue reform applied, however much be may resist reduction of 
taxation, will dare to rise in his seat and say that more money is not col
lected from the people than ought be collect-ed, or that the remedy for 
this surplus is not to reduce taxation and leave the money in the 
pockets of the people, where it belongs. Hence I say that upon this 
proposition we are all agreed, that the way to prevent a smplus is to 
reduce taxation. I know that is the unanimous judgment of this side 
of the House, and if any one of my Republican friends on the other 
side of the aisle believes now that the surplus ought not be reduced by 
reducing taxation, I would like to have him announce that fact as part 
of the platform on which he asks his constitutents to return him to 
this House. 

Then, Mr. Chairman, agreeing that taxes ought to be reduced, how 
much and on what ought they be reduced? Ought they be reduced so 
as to relieve the tax-payers of the most possible or of the least possible 

. of the burdens that taxation necessarily brings '? Shall the reduction 
be made in the interest of those who lose by taxation or in the interest 
ofthose who gain by taxation? Shall the reduction be made at the 
dictation of the gentlemen on the other side of this ;House who repre
sent those who receive largely more of the amount paid by the people 
than the Government itself, or shall it be made under the direction of 
gentlemen on this side of the House who represent those who are ap
pe!l.ling to have some part of a ruinous und unnecessary burden rolled 
off their shoulders? 

In short, shall we repeal internal-revenue taxes, every dollar of which 
is levied on luxmies and when collected goes into the Federal Treas
ury, or shall we reduce tariff taxation, less than one dollar ofwhich out 
offour paid reaches that Treasury, the other three going into the pockets 

.of the manufacturing capitalists, ~rporations, and trusts, for whom, 
attempt to disguise the fact as they may, our Republican friends are 
making the fight on this floor? I shall not stop now to discuss the 
question whether this three-fourths of the enormous toll gathered by 
these manufactming capitalists, combines, and trusts, while the Gov
ernment gathers one-fourth, is ever, by a peculiar process of legerde
main which no human being has ever yet been able to understand, vol
untarilytransferred from the pockets of these charitable capitalists back 
to the pockets of the laboring men and farmers whence it was taken. 
I leave that question for the manufacturing laborer, struggling with 
capital and Pinkerton's armed detectives for enough of his hard earn
ings to keep want and hunger from the door of his cabin, to answer. 
I leave the answer to that question to the Western and Southern 
farmer, competing single handed and unprotected in the markets of 
the world against the cheapest labor in the world with his wheat and 
cotton for enough money to pay the annual interest on the mortgages 
that tariff-fatted ca.pital bas fastened on his humble home. But we .. 
are asked to believe that capitalists are honest and liberal and mag
nanimous, and generous, and just. Only get the tribute of protection 
into their pockets and they will divide liberally with the farmer and 
the laborer. They must exercise faith in the generosity and liberality 
of the capitalists. Nobody can see how they get back their share of 
this tribute which consumption pays to manufacturing production, but 
they are asked to trust. 

For myself, Mr. Chairman, I have come to loathe and. despise the 
word "trust," as applied to wrongs now committed under that name. 
I believe that if it was within the scope of legislation I would vote for a 
bill to strike it from the English language. 

Mr. Chairman, I have in my short service on this floor heard from 
this side of the House some of the severest arraignments of trusts. In
deed, I wish to be just and say that through this debate, when driven 
to the wall, many of our friends on the other side of the House have 
disclaimed any desire to legislate in the interest of trusts. 

But, sir, there is one trust; a legalized trust; a forced trust; a trust 
by which the farmer and the laborer, the blood, the bone, sinew, and 
intellect; the sweat and toil that produce wealth, is by law compelled 
to make, not the natural and voluntary, but an unnatural and ll!lequal 
combination with capital, which is only wealth already produced. 
This combine, under the forms of law, compels labor, whether on the 
farm, or in the shop, or at ·the loom, to pay to capital as its trustee 
almost one-third of its hard earnings, 47 cents out of every $1.47, under 
the guise that in some mysterious way, and after it shall have deducted 
what it deems its proper share, it will return it to its proper owner. 

Ur. Chairman, I represent a constituency of 160,000 people. Fifty 
thousand of these by their daily toil make for themselves and the 110,-: 
000 who constitute their helpless and dependent families such subsist
ence as is left to a farming community, after paying the tax and tribute 
exacted by the revenue laws which we are trying to amend. I do not 
intend to claim that this subsistence is as comfortable as the rich soil 
and natural advantages of my State ought to afford. Nor do I intend 
to stop now to argue with the venerable gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Ur. KELLEY], who was so recently Kentucky's guest, and who seems, 
like the Senator from Ohio [1\fr. SHERMAN], to think it the proper thing 
for a Republican protectionist who enjoys the hospitality of a Southern 
State, to seize the first opportunity to misrepresent and belittle his hcst. 

Nor shall I, by comparing his speech in Louisville with his speech 
on .this floor, rob him of the satisfaction it seems to afford him to boast 
that he not only insults, belittles, and misrepresents my people here, 
but that be was ill-mannered enough to do the same thing in the very 
home of his host. Kentucky is not what she ought to be. She is not 
what she longs to be. She is not what she would have been if my 
venerable friend from Pennsy I vania had not so successfully spent twenty
five years of his mature and vigorous manhood in fastening on the 
country a system and rate of taxation that have made her industries 
pay a constant and exorbitant tribute to the industries of his State
that have made her people poor and his people rich. 

The gentleman says he has-
devoted the years of his vigorous manhood to the overthrow of the politics. 
influence of the slave oligarchy in tbis country . • 

If he would only devote his declining years to the emancipation of 
its political affairs from the fatal embra-ce of its twin-sister, the high
tariff oligarchy, which fastens the chains of slavery on every human 
being who eats his bread in the honest sweat of his brow, without re
gard to race, color, or previous condition, he would outlive the day 
when e>en his imagination, distorted as it is by prejudice, could con
jure up such a dark picture of Kentucky as to say of her that-
the masses of her people are steeped in po>erty and illiteracy, and are strangers 
not only to the comforts of humble life, but to the commonest and most abso
lute necessaries of Northern laborers. 

Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt that the condition of the farming and 
laboring people of my State, eJ?.gaged in occupations that pay but re
ceive no protection, occupations that yield but meager returns on the 
money and labor expended after Pennsylvania has collected her tariff 
tolls, appeared pitiable in the extreme to the great apostle and repre
sentative of the tariff barons of the State of Pennsylvania. 

But, Mr. Chairman, it ill becomes this great apostle and leader of 
that system of high tariff, which has wrought comparative poverty 
not only among my people but among all the people of the South and 
West, to taunt the victims his system has wronged. 

Compared with his people, who have an equal or even a much less 
capital invested in manufacturing under the peculiar privileges and 
bounties the present tariff affords, I am forced to confess that my peo
ple are poor. .A.ud they will remain poor just so long as other indus
tries have a legal rjght to levy 47 cents on every dollar that they are 
compelled to spend for the necessaries and comforts of life. No mem
ber on this floor has so far bad the hardihood to claim that any farmer · 
engaged in producing the great staples of this country gets direcUy one 
dollar of benefit from protection. It is admitted that be is constantly 
paying out more money on every one of the four thousand articles cov
ered by the tariff schedule which he buys than he would pay if the 
tariff was reduced. 

.A.s a portion, and a very large portion, of the consumers, these farm
ers paid into the public Treasmy last year their portion of $217,000,000 
collected on imported goods. It will be admitted that four times as 
many home-produced goods were bought and consum~d as there were 
of foreign. The tariff put it within the power of home manufacturers 
and producers to sell these goods for $868,000,000 more than they could 
have been bought for in the foreign markets if we were allowed to buy 
our goods where we can buy them the cheapest. 
· In everycasewhere any foreign goodsofasimilar classwereimported 
and sold here in competition with similar goods made at home the 
proof is conclusive that the home manufacturer was an ding to his goods 
the entire tariff the foreigner was required to pay. Whenever and 
wherever the home manufa-cturer is selling at a less price than the 
foreign goods, with freight and tariff added costs, then it is shown con
clusively that more tariff is being charged than is necessary to protect 
the home manufacturer, and be can make no complaint at a tair re
duction. 

If it be true, as gentlemen on the other side of the aisle in their 
stress are sometimes led to argue, that goods are made and sold as cheap 
or cheaper here than we could buy them if there was no tariff duty on 
them; or, in other words, that the tariff duty is not added to the price 
and paid by the consumer of home-produced goods, then the tariff is 
of no benefit to the manufacturer, and all this desperate resistance to 
tariff reduction by the representatives of protected interests is waste 
of lung power and valuable time. If it was not added; if it did not 
go into the pockets of the manufacturers; if the consuming farmers 
and laborers did not have it to pay, that side of the House would nQt 
only lead the van for reduction, but for its entire removal. 
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Turning again.to agricultural Kentucky, which the venerable gentl~
man from Pennsylvania says is "steeped in poverty and illiteracy," 
and which, I am bound to admit, is poor when compared with tariff
fatted Pennsylvania, let us see i( the gentleman, had he been dis
posed to deal fairly with this matter, could not have found a better 
reason for this condition than that she is ''the most illustrious victim 
of" tbe internal-revenue or the whisky trust. It would have occurred 
to one wh:> could lift himself above sectional prejudices and mercenary 
interests, especially when be was searching for statistics to misrepre
sent our illiteracy, to examine the internal-revenue returns and to ask 
himself why it is that Ohio and New York, each of which pays more in
ternal revenue than Kentucky, are not "steeped in poverty and illit
eracy." Why it is that illinois, which pays twice as much internal 
revenue and makes more and meaner whisky than any State in the 
Union, ''is not steeped in poverty and illiteracy." [Applause.] In
deed, he might have come closer to home, even into the precincts of 
his own wealthy State of Pennsylvania, and found that she was paying 
two-thirds as much internal reV"enue as Kentucky, and that she had 
19,540 retail whisky shops, more than fiye times as many as Kentucky, 
dealing out, as he eloquently expresses it, this-
most fruitful source of poverty, ignorance, vice, crime, disease, insanity, and ig
nominious death known to the civilization of the nineteenth century. 

By looking a little further into the statistics he would have found 
that there were in the State of Illinois 11,635 and in the St.'tte of Ohio 
15,540 retail liquor-dealers, the former over three times as many and 
the latter over four times as many as the 3,598 in the State of Kentucky. 
Yet the gentleman will not dare rise and eay that Illinois, with over 
three times as many retail whisky-shops and making more mean whisky 
than Kentucky makes of good, is a victim of the whisky ''trust'' or is 
steeped in ;'ignorance and illiteracy." [.Applause.] If he said that 
of Illinois my usually good-natured friend [.M:r. CANNON] of that State, 
who so cordially indorsed this sentiment when nttered about Kentucky, 
would draw his Spofford's Almanac and utterly confound him by read
ing to him and the House all the statistical tables it contained. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the explanation of Kentucky's poverty and Penn
sylvania's wealth is so plain that he who runs may read. A few words 
tell the simple story: Kentucky pays 47 cents of tribute on every dol
lars worth of tariff-protrcted goods she buys. Pennsylvania recei,es 
47 cents tribute on eYery dollar of these goods she sells. 

Commerce is nothing but exchange of products through the conven
ient representative of values known as money. And when the Ken
tucky farmer comes to exchange, through the process of sale and pur
chase, his farm products for the manufactured products of Ohio, Illi
nois, Pennsylvania, and the New England States, he is, under the ex
isting tariff laws, required to give $1.47 of the value of his products, 
fixed in the markets of world, for $1 in value of those manufactured 
products fixed in the same market. 

Thus for twenty-seven years the hard earnings of the farmers of the 
South and West have, under this high protective law, poured in a con
stant stream of 47 cents on every dollar into the coffers of the manu
facturing States, with the same unerring certainty with which the 
waters from the mountains, the hillsides, and the valleys have under 
the laws of gravitation poured into the bosom of the ocean. 

In my State, Mr. Chairman, there were in 18 0, as shown by the 
census, 320,000 persons engaged in farming. The same census shows 
that for each person who labors there are two helpless women and chil
dren dependent on his labor for support. 

The census does not show how much of the products of the farm are 
sold or exchanged for the necessaries of life which are manufactured or 
produced by oux: protected friends who say they wil~ be ruined if this 
bill passes, but I assume that even the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
who says the masses of our people "are strangers not only to the com
forts of humble life, but to the commonest and most absolute daily nec
essaries of Northern -laborers," will admit that every person engaged 
in farming spends on an average at least $100 for machinery, farming 
implements, clothing, sugar, and salt, and other protected articles for 
himself and the two. that are depend,ent on him. 

This is only $33! for each per year, and is cert.:1inly poverty enough 
to satisfy even the distorted imagination of t.be gentleman from Penn
sylvania. Kentucky's 320,000 farmers spending $100 each with our 
manufacturing friends tmder a tariff averaging 47 per cent. will pay 
$22,000,000 for the goods they buy and $10,000,000 tariff for the glor
ious privilege of dealing with our own people. 

Ten millions a year is the contribution, not of all these people of my 
State, "steeped in poverty and illiteracy" to this high-tariff Moloch, 
hut the contribution of the farmers alone. My district contains one
tenth of the farmers of the State. One million dollars is exacted from 
its farmers, one hundred thow and from each of my ten counties, $100 
from each man, woman, and child . that from choice or stern necessity 
wields the hoe, follows the plow, or drives the reaper, whose occupa
tion coming closer than acy other to nature and nature's God ought to 
be as free from unjust human exactions as the air he breathes, which 
according to the gentleman from Pennsylvania is about the only com-
fort the poverty-steeped illiterate enjoys. • 

But some one on the other side of the aisle in his zeal to justify this 
wrong is ready to:say: ''I am ready to admit that $331 is less than will 

• 
buy the tariff-taxed articles consumed even by the pauper in the Ken
tucky poor-house. · But when you say that 47 per cent. is added to all 
those articles be uses you put the figures too high. The prices of all 
protected articles are not increased by the amount of the protection 
given." Then if they are not, why all this fuss about the small re
duction asked in this bill? If you are not using the full rate of pro
tection you are getting under the Jaw, how are you to be hurt by 
striking off what you are not charging? 

If you say that under the tariff laws you sell an article cheaper than 
it could be sold without a tariff, then I say abolish a tariff that does 
the manUfacturer no good. Whenever a tariff does the consumer no 
harm it can do the manufacturer no possible good, and ought to be 
promptly abolished. But, if you think my per cent. is too high, name 
one yourselves. What is the per cent. of protection that we pay and 
you receive? It must be large or you would not stake your party and 
close your eyes to all considerations of common justice and honesty, to 
make the fearful fight that you are rna king here to retain it. 

I will take the lowest per cent. that any honest Republican statisti
ci..'l.n will say the consumer pays the producer of tariff-taxed articles, 
and show that in ten years it will impoverish any community of con
sumers and enrich any commu~ity of producers of these articles. Re
verse the effect of the tariff laws in Kentucky and Pennsylvania. 
Let us receive and her pay the same tribute that we are paying and 
she is receiving now. At the end of ten years Kentucky will bloom 
like the garden of Eden, and the venturesome crow that should attempt 
to wing his flight acroSs the once rich and proud and arrogant Republi
can State of Pennsylvania would either carry his provisions with him 
or reach civilizat.ion again with an emptier stomach than ever went to 
bed with a Kentuckian "steeped in poverty and illiteracy." [Ap
plause.] 

But we are told, 1\Ir. Chairman, that the farmer and laborer ought 
to pay the present rate of taxation cheerfully because the manufacturer 
needs it and uses it to pay the farmer better l?rices for his produce, and 
the laborel' better wages for his service. These propositions seem now 
to constitute the largerpartoftbe stockarguments for high protection, 
since the protected industries have been driven from the plea of infancy. 
To ask if the manufacturers and capitalists have heretofore dealt so 
generously with the farmer and laborer in return for the enormous sums 
these beneficent trustees have collected, ought to be a sufficient answer 
to both of these arguments. ' 

But in view of the readiness with which the representatives of capi
tal and monopoly on the other side of the House, driven from a11 other 
grounds of defense, retreat behind these subterfuges and make a pite
ous appeal for high protection in the interest of the poor laborer and 
farmer, it becomes us to examine these arguments with more serious
ness than they really deserve. Necessity is the mother of invention, 
and the necessity of the attorneys of tariff-fed capital, in this last ditch, 
appealing in the interest of the two classes they have fleeced and im
poverished since 1861, that their tribute be not disturbed, would merely 
excite ridicule, if it did not so often deceive. 

Do they need the present rate of protection to enable them to pay, 
not only the wages now paid laborers, but even higher wages than ill
paid and discontented labor has ever demanded? What are they pay
ing labor? Production is the joint earnings of capital_ and labor, and 
ought to be divided in proportion to what each puts into the common 
partnership. If a laborer borrows $1,000 of capital he pays for its use 
and the risk of its loss 6 per cent., or $60 per year. When the laborer 
is able thus to form a partnership with $1,000 of capital, by borrowing 
it and investing it himself, $60 is the amount of the joint profits that 
$1,000 of capital receives. 

If the laborer invests this $1,000 in farming it is the 'finiversal ex
perience, and no man who has observed the farming operations or 
studied the farming statistics of this country will deny the proposition, 
that a.s a mle eveu this interest, this apparently small exaction of 
capital, will finally consume all the profits of the joint venture. And 
in thre!l cases ont of four the farmer borrowing the capit.a.l will finally 
fail. On the other hand, the capitalist who lends his money at this 
rate, whether the borrower uses it in farming or other pursuits, will 
grow gradually but certainly rich. And I undertake to say now, and 
fear no contradiction, that no man or class of men have any right to 
invoke the aid of special laws to enable them to realize more than 6 
per cent. on capital invested in the production of articles our own 
people must buy and consume. • -

And I undertake to say further, that whenever capital employs labor 
in producing that which the people must buy and consume, it bas no 
right to demand, and especially has no right to invoke, tbe_aid of law 
to demand more than 6 per cent., which is a fair profit on the capital 
in>ested. All the profits beyond that ought either be ·paid to the 
laborer by increase of wages or released to the consumer by reduction 
of prices. Applying these propositions to the manufacturing, farming, 
and labor statistics of the census of 1880, and what do we have? 

The States of Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, Ohio, and illinois seem · 
to make the most desperate efforts throng~ their high-tariff representa
tives to keep up tariff taxation, and thereby take care of the farmers 
and laborers not only oftheir own States but of the whole country. It is 
therefore pertinent to inquire, what they are. doing for the farmers and 
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laborers f-or whom they entertain such tender regard. I will not com- farm€r gets ior _hisye.ar's work and his investment .of nearly thr€e times 
p:ue the rich manulactnrer of these States with the poor farmer and la- the money. 
borer of Kentnc1.--y or of the South~rn or Western farming States. Nor But some representati\e of the Ohio or lllinois protectionist, on th-e 
will I compare tJ?e farmer of Mal!saclmsetts with the farmer of Illinoi , other side of the Hall, is ready to say that the lands in Massachusetts 
as is done by the St. Louis Republi<:an, a.gainst which the gentleman and Pennsylvania are poor; thatnosuch meager returns tothe farmer 
from Illinois (M:r. C.A.l\TNON] so warmly pro_tested when the gentleman and laborer, as :eompared with the returns of manufacturing capital, 
from Minnesota (Ur. WILSON] a few days ago bad such a comparison -can be fonnd on the rich soil of Ohio or Illinois. Not too fast, my 
read at the Clerk's desk as part of his remarks. friends. Let u.s examine t.his tale-telling census. From the State of 

But I will compare the earnings of the farmers and laborers of Massa- Ohio hails the distinguisbed member of the Ways and Means Commit
chusetts with the earnings of the protected manufacturers of Massa- tee [.Mr. J'licKINLEY] who writes such an elegant minority report to 
chusetts; the earnings of the f:ll'mers and laborers of Pennsylvania show that the country will be ruined if even the slightest move is made 
with the -earnings of the protected manufacturers of Pennsylvania; toward stopping manufacturing capital from robbing the farmer and 
the earnings of the farmers and laborers of Ohio with the earnings of the laborer. 
the protected manufacturers of Ohio; the earnings of the farmers and In Ohio there was in 1880 invested in farmin,g, $1,261,726,263. Of 
laborers of illinois with th~ earnings of the protected manufacturers .of her population 397,495 were b.boring in this occupation and the prod
Illinois. These States are certainly conspicuous examples of the de- ucb was $156,777,152. In manufacturing there was invested in that 
veJopment of the farming and manufacturing inuustries in the same State $188,939,614, and laborers engaged, 183,609, and they received 
State, side by side, under the benign influence of the very tariff laws $62,103,800 in wages and produced after deducting material, $132,964,
we are trying to reform. 132. This shows tmt to each _person engaged in farming there was in-

The census shows that in 18 0 there was in Massachusetts invested vested $3,174; to each person engaged in maunfacturing, only $1,029. 
in farming $164,288,956; that there was engaged in farming 64,973 That each person engaged in farming received for his year's labor and 
persons; that the value of the total products of the farms of that State a farm capital of $3,174, products to the amount of $394. That each 
for that year was $24,160,881. By simple division we find that to each person engaged in manufacturing received for his year's labor, if be 
person engaged in farming there was invested $2,528 of farm capital, worked himself, and the use of only $1,029 of capital, $724 in products. 
made up of the value of the land, farming implements~ and stock. We That the manufacturing laborer received for wages only $338. 

_ find further that the entire value of the product of the labor of one per- So that if the manufacturer invested his $1,029 in mills and machin-
son using $2,528offarm capital was $372for the year. We find further ery and hired a laborer to do his work, a.nd gave himselfup to idleness 
that the entire capital invested in manufacturing in that Stat-e was and the enjoyment of fine whisky and the other luxuries which our 
$303,806,185; that the number of persons engaged was 352,255; that Republican friends are so anxious to untax, he gets $386-$42 more 
the entire product, after deducting the cost of material, was $244,- than the laborer, for whose benefit he has made so many hard :fights to 
162,629. maintain the tariff, gets for twelve month'.s toil; and only $8 less than 

It is easy to figure from this th:>.t to each person engaged in manu- the farmer, to whom hi3 tariff furnishes such a profitable market, gets 
faeturing there was invested $863, and the product of each person so for his twelve months' toil and his investment of $3,174. 
employed using $863 capital was $693. A manufacturer, then, joining And this in the great State of Ohio, where Democratic Representa
his labor to an investment of $863 made $693 in 1\Iassachusetts, and a tive are expected to Tote for high tariff becat1se wool is protected. I 
farmer in the same State, joining his labor to $2,528, made $372; or can not so much blame her few sheep-farmers for cling ling to protection 
the farmer, with nearly three times as much money invested in land, on wool. Impoverished by manufacturing tariff, made beasts of bur
farm implements, and stock as the manufacturer invests in mills and den for every bounty aml subsidy manufacturing capitalists choose to 
maehinery can Dl!l.ke a litile over one-half as much profit. This is the heap upon them, it is but natural that the few who can, by the aid of 
beneficent effect of our high protecti\e tariff on the farmer in :M:assa- these manufacturers, saddle part of their burdens on their fellow
chusetts. _ · furmers by collecting of them tribute on their wool, should hasten to 

But some Ma.s.cw:husetts Republican is ready to jump up and say that, do so. It is only another illustration of the stronger shifting burdens 
although more than twice as much money to the hand is made with and levying tribute on the weaker. 
one-third the capital in manufacturing as in farming, manufacturing But let us go farther West, to the great agricultural and manufact
capital pays the difference to the manufacturing laborer. Let us see uring State of illinois. If there is anywhere on the continent where 
whether this is so. Fortunately, the census statistics settle this, too. it might be supposed that the farmer would hold his own with the 
Those statistics show that the entire wages paid to the 352,255 persons manufacturer, tariff or no tariff, it would be on the rich lands of Illi
engaged in manufacturing in Massachusetts was 8128,315,362, or $364 nois. In 1880 illinois had ~;1,175,772,293 invested in farming, and 
to each per....~n. I have found no statistics showing farm wages in that 436,371 of her p-opulation were engaged in the busines . Her entire 
State. farm products were $203,980,137; or each person engaged in farming 

But let us illustrate these statistics. Ir. A bas $2,528 and be invests invested $2,694 in capital, and with this capital and his labor produced 
it in a farm, farming implements, antl stock, and putting his own banda $468. In the same State for the same year there "\\nB invested in man
to the plow-handles works twehe months on this farm. Mr. B has ufacturing :!)140:652,066, and144,727personsemployed. The product, 
only $863, which he invests inn, manufacturing establishment, and hir- after deducting cost of material, was 125,020,766, and the wages paid 
ing Mr. C, who has no money, to do his work, spends the yesr loaf- amounted to $57,429,085; or each person employed used $972 of cap
i.tlg around the hotel and market place tellingthefarmersand laborers ital, produced $864 in value of manufactured articles, after deducting 
the great value to them of the protective tariff, and writing me .and price of material, and received in wages $397, the same results as in 
other Congressmen that not only his special industry, but the entire Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, and Ohio. 
country will go to the bow-wowsifthe rate of tariff is reduced. The illinois protectionist invests $972 in some manufacturing cor-

Here we have the farmer, the manufacturer, and the laborer play- pora.tion, hires one of the laborers he loves so much to do the work
ing their respective parminglorionsmanuf.'l.cturingMassachusetts under spends the year in reading the New York Tribune and delivering lect
the glorious tariff law which is kept up for the benefit of the farmer ures on the benefits of a high protecti\e tariff to laborers, and his 
and laborer. How do they come out at the end of the year aecording hard-working, horny-fisted neighboring farmer, who has $2,694 in
to the census statistics. A h:J.S for the use of his $2,528 and his year's \ested in his farm .and is working twelve hours a day to try "to make 
work $372. B receives as the product of his $863 and C's labor, $693. buckle and tongtte meet'' at the €lld .of the year. 
How much of this $693 does he give to C, tbe laborer, for his year's And what is the result? How do the three come out? The farmer 
work? He gives him $364 and keeps $329. Two thousand fi\e hun- gets for his bard year's labor and the use of '2, 694 invested, $468. The 
dred and twenty-eight dollars and farmer A's hard year's work bring laborer who f'n!nished the year's bardlabortothecapitalist, gets $397, 
$372. Laborer C's year's work brings him $364. Eight hundred and and the poor manufacturer who is going to close out his busine s and 
sixty-three dollars and the war tariff brings manufacturer B, who has be forever ruined, and is not going to make any more cheap goods for 
not struck a lick of work, $329. the farmers and laborers of this country, and is not going to furnish the 

But turn tD Pennsyl\ania. Capital iuve:."ted iu farming in 1830, farmer a good market for his produce any longer, nor the laborer high 
$1,095,405,324; number cccupied in farming, 361,112; farm products, wages for his work, if the Mills bill passes, gets $467 for the use of $972 
$129,760,476. To each person engaged in farming $3,637 is invested and the hard labor he performs in talking np high tariff and :filling the 
in land, implements, and stock. And the labor of each person so em- mails with petitions an-d circulars sents to Con_!!ress to assure members 
ployed with ~3,637 invested yields $431. that his industry is about to be ruined. 

In manufh_cturing there is 174,510,993 in\&.-ted, 387,072 hands en- Glorious country this where for a years toil on a farm costing, with 
gaged, who received in the year 1880$134,055,904 in wages, and pro- implements and st-ock, $2,694, the.farmercanmake only one dollar more 
duced, after deducting raw material, 279,797,832. than be "\\ho "neither toils nor spins" gets on 5972 invested in a manu-

To ea.ch person engaged this gi"les $1,252 of manufacturing capital facturingcorpora.tion. Wherethemanufuctureryokesalaborerto~972 
invested, and each person produced 8719 and gets $346 in wages. of capital, and when this unfair and unequal partnership at the end of 
Substantially ilie eame result followS: The farmer for a year's toil and the year has made 8864, keeps $467 for the part of this small capital; 
$3,637 inYested gets $431. The laborer engagedin manufacturing gets and gives the laborer only $397 for his share. In common decency I 
$346, and tbe tariff-eater, otherwi e known as the manufacturing capi-~ would have at least divided equally. 
talist, can put in 1 252, do nothing and get S373-S27 more than nut, lli. Chairman, wheneter a member comes on this floor and lifts 
the laborer gets for his hard year's WQl'k, and only $58 less than the his voice in defense of an industrial system that, in its practical resu..\ts, 

\ 
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tren.ts an intelligent American laborer as worth less in our political 
~conomy than $972 of capital and pays such a laborer less than that sum 
earns, and at the same time raises his hands and rolls his eyes back into 
the past in holy horror at negr~~lavery, which never rated human serv
ice oo low, I involuntarily exc1aim ''Thou hypocrite." The Pharisee 
''thanking God that he was not as other men'' was a model of humility 
compared with sueh an exhibition of offensive self-complacency. 

But, Mr. Chairman, when from the same census we compare the con
dition of the unprotected farmer and laborer with the condition of the 
protected manufacturer in the entire country, the startling results are 
still more damning to this iniquitous relic of war legislation. 

The 7,670,493 persons engaged in farming in the United Sta.tes in 
1880 had invested $12,104,081,440, or an average o-f $1,578 to each per
son. They produced $2,213,402,564 in farm products, only $289 to 
each person using a farm capital of $1,578. The 2, 732,595 laborers en
gaged in manufacturing used an investment in manufacturing capital 
of $2,790,272,606, or only $1,021 to each person employed. They pro
duced, after deducting cost of material, $1,972,773,642, or $772to each 
person employed. 

These 2,732,595 mann:facturing laborers received in wages $947, -
953,795, or only $347 to each person. The manufacturing laborer, for 
whose wages the manufacturing capitalist bas such tender regard, gets 
only $347 out of $772 earned, while this modem philanthropist pockets 
$375 for the use of 81,021 capital for one year. For this capital, which 
ought not to bring him over 6 per cent., he gets 36 per cent. without 
adding a stroke of his labor. The farmer can get only 18 per cent. on 
his capital, throwing in his own work for the entire year. 

No wonder the protected manufacturer, wh<> invests his ca.pital in 
manufacturing and yokes one of the laborers, for whom he similates 
such intense affection, to each $1,021 of his investment and gives the 
laborer only $347 and keeps $375 of the $772 earned, win~s and 
squirms when the Mills bill proposes to reduce the 36 per cent. he is 
receiving by reducing the tariff which alone makes such enormous 
gains possible. 

No wonder the w~e3 of farm laborers are low, when the tariff robs 
the farmer not only of the means with which to pay labor, but of the 
means to fnrnish himself and family with the commonest comforts oflife. 
No wonder manufacturing labor is struggling for its rights, when man
ufacturing capital is demanding and receiving for $1,021 more annual 
divdends by $28 than it pays the laborer for a year's wages. 

Yet, 1\fr. Chairman, in the face of these figures, furnishing, as they do, 
the solution to the agricultural prostration as compared with the man
ufacturing thrift and wealth, of even these most favored .States in this 
Union; in the face of constant strikes and lockouts which mark the fierce 
struggle of laborers in these States to wrest from capital sufficient of 
these enormous profits to afford a comfortable subsistence, the repre
sentatives of tax-pampered manufacturing capitalists but serve their 
masters in making their appeals in the name of the farmer and laborer. 

Listening to the discussion on this floor one would think it bad been 
conclusively proven that the reduction of the tariff meant reduction of 
American wages. So far from this being true, it is admitted by its 
strongest advocates that up to this time all efforts of protectionists to 
demonstrate this proposition ha-,e failed. In the annual report of l\fr. 
Herbert Radclyffe, the secretary of the Home Market Club, of Boston, 
on the last of .April, which each one of you has received among the 
wagon-loads of high-tariff literature poured in upon you, he, landing 
constant agitation of that club in the interest ofprotecti<>n, says: 

I believe that the agitation will yet demonstrate that a reduction. of the tariff 
means a reduction in wages to the American wage-eaxners. 

If after all these years of bold assertion of this proposition, and su
perhuman effort to establish it, the demonstration is only a thing to 
be hoped for in the future, had we better cot heed the lessons taught 
by the census statistics and labor strikes and lockouts, and turn · our 
attention to bettering the laborer's condition by reducing the cost of 

· his living? 
· Mr. Chairman, you can no more reduce the wages of labor engaged 
in manufacturing in this country by the reduction of the tariff than 
you can reduce the price of the farmer's wheat, corn, and cotton. Both 
are fixed in the markets of the world. Every honest student of the 
labor problem will admit that while the laborer of this country re
ceives more per day, week, month, or yeat' than similar labor is paid 
in Europe, yet he recei-,es no more, and, indeed, in many cases less, for 
a fixed amount of work here than is paid for the same amount of work 
in Europe. 

This is because he accomplishes so much more work in the same 
time on account of his superior intelligence and the superior character 
of our machinery and methods of production. This has been so fully 
shown by the distinguished chairman of the Ways and Means Com
mittee and by other gentlemen in this debate~ and is so fully admitted 
by protectionists who meet this question fairly, that I shall not stop 
to discuss it. 

Then where will the loss, if any, resulting from the tariff reduction 
fall? The struggles of capital, organized and unorganized, in this 
House and out of it, to prevent this reduction answers this question. 
If there is loss'to any one, whieh I very much doubt, it will be in re
duced dividends on capital. And reduced dividends on capital means 

reduced interest to the borrower. It means one long step U;>wards the 
emancipation of -o-ur debt-ridden cities, counties, townships, and farms 
from onerous interest charges, that year by year destroy the prosperity 
and consume the earnings of the people who furnish the labor, the en
terprise, and the energy that organize States, build cities, and develop 
the waste places of this great country. I believe that a proper reduc
tion of the ta.riff will cheapen capital, break down unlawful trusts, and 
emancipate the farmer and la-borer from the unjust :md unnecessary 
exactions ofthe manufacturer and capitalist. 

I am not surprised that the distinguished gentleman from Pennsyl
vania [1\Ir. KELLEY] should talk differently, eveu though he knewmy 
views were correct. Li.keDemetriusof Ephesus, he and his co-workers 
of like occupation, who by means of protection have fastened them
selves like parasites onto the backs and stomachs of the poor who must 
eat and wear their goods, have made no small gain thereby. Indeed, 
the gentleman from New Hampshire [1\Ir .. McKINNEY] so thoroughly 
photographed that gentleman and the tariff monopolists whom he rep
resents that I can not refrain fmm quoting a paragraph from his speech 
delivered in this debate. 

Mr. Chairman, I have read in one of the o1d histories, written many centuries 
ago, of a class of people who had a monopoly of a certain industry and made 
great gain therefrom. And there was a certain man came into the land where 
these people dwelt and preached against them, and his words were so powerful 
that those who used curious arts brought their books and burned them before 
all men, and they counted the pxice of them and found it fifty thousand pieces 
of silver. And we are told at-

"The same time there was no small stix about that way, for a certain man 
named Demetrius, a silveramith, which made silver shrines for Di::~.na, brought 
no smnll gain to the craftsmen, whom he called together with the wo1·kmen of 
like occupation and said, • Sirs, ye know that by this croft we have our wealth; 
moreover, ye see and hear that not alone at Ephesus but almost throughout all 
Asia. this Paul bas pex..suaded and turned away much people, saying that they 
be no gods which ai"e made with hands; so that not only this our craft is in dan
ger to beset at naught, but also that the temple of the gre!l.t goddess Diana should 
be despised, and her magnificence should be destroyed, whom all Asia. and the 
world worshipeth.' And when they heard these things theywerefullofwmth 
and cried out, saying, ' Great is D iana of the Ephesians.' " 

Now, like these people of old, P ennsylvania has for a long time had a mo
nopoly in many of these indllStries which have brought to them great wealth. 
An aposUe has come into th,eir midst who dwells at the other end of this M-enne, 
and has pxoclaimed to the people against such a monopoly, and many who have 
heretofore believed in their doctrine are repenting of their sins and proclaiming 
their conversion before all the people. [Applause.] 

And now comes the great apostle of protection a.nd calls together his people 
and says: Sirs, ye know that by this protection we have our wealth. Moreover, 
ye see and hear that not only in Pennsylvania, but almost throughout all the 
nation this apostle of reform hath persuaded and turned away much people, 
saying that there be no jllStice in. this doctxine of protection, so that not only 
this our wealth is in danger to be set at naught, but also that the great god
dess of protection should be despised, whom Pennsylvania and all the land 
hath heretQf<n-e worshiped. And when they heard these words they were 
full of wrath, and cried out, Great is the goddess of protection! [Applause.] 

But, Ur. Chairman, I intend that justice shall be done Demetrius in 
this comparison. To his credit be it said that history nowhere records 
that Demetrius ever, either as a guest or otherwise, belittled or mis
represented the people whom he had impoverished in accumulating his 
ill-gotten gains. 

Our friends on the other side of the aisle say that protection stimu
lates the manufacturing industries. I admit that it does. It has 
stimulated them as strong drink stimulates the human system. Lean
ing and relying on this .stimulant year by year, they have demanded 
and received more of it, till now, drunk and debauched by long a:nd 
excessive indulgence, they make piteous appeals for more copious 
draughts from the bowl of protection. 

M.r. Chairman, this is not a contest between the principles of free trade 
and protection, no matter how much the blatant demagogue ma.y ex
pect to deceive the people by this cry. ' It is an attempt to relieve the 
people from a small portion of unjust and unnecessary taxation. But 
I wish t-o close with a word of caution to those arrogant protection
ists in and on t of this House who denounce every man who desires tariff 
reform as a free-trader. 

Refuse to red nee and reform the tariff; refuse to lift any part of this 
burden from the shoulders of the toiling millions of this country; de
feat this bill as you have defeated all other meast1.res of relief, and a 
long-suffering people will rise in the majesty and strength of despera
tion, and sweep from the statute-books a system the abuse of which 
has wrought such widespread injustice and poverty in a land where 
honest labor, under just laws, would bri.-ng peace and plenty to every 
home. [.Applause.] · 

[Mr. SHIVELY withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX.] 
Mr. McCLA.MJ\fY. M::r. Chairman, the questions of revenue, of how 

to get the necessary funds to bear the expenses of the Government, has 
at all times heen exceedingly interesting. The object of all govern
ment is to secure the best interests of the governed. For this have 
:::aen banded together into societies, organized governments, made con
stitutions, and framed laws; the object being to promote the general 
welfare and secure a community in which individual prosperity and 
happiness would be the basis of governmental strength and durabil
ity. .And so our forefatbers, fleeing from the wrongs and oppressions 
of the Old World, came to this new continent and settled into commu-. 
nities and colonies, which in due time were formed int<> counties and 
States, and one grand Governmf'n t, the United States of America. .And 

so the Government was formed and framed for the protection and benefit 
of each individual, a.s well as for the protection and benefit of the whole. 

\ 
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And thus our father.!! started on a grand and mighty career, after a 
terribl".l and exhausting struggle of seven long and weary years for inde
pendence. It was never their purpose to flee from one oppression to be 
sufferers and slaves of another. The bloody struggle had united the 
people in one patrotic brotherhood, and the white-winged messengers 
of peace found no sectional lines stretching from east to west to divide 
and mar and checker this glorious country, the fortitude and courage 
of whose sons had plucked liberty from the hands of the despot, and 
forced the Kingdom of Great Britain to proclaim the colonies ''Free 
and independent States." .And then "in order to form a more perfect 
union, establish justice, insure domestic tranquillity, provide for the 
common defense, promote the general welfare, and secure the blessings of 
liberty," did our fathers ''ordain and establish thisConstitutionfor the 
United State3 of America;" "to promote the general welhre," and not 
create and protect monopolies and trust combinations to enrich the 
few and enslave and impoverish the many; to protect all, and not en
force a condition in which a few would become the wealthy class and 
the multitude the poor class. This was not intended to be a govern
ment where the word ''caste" should line and have a place, but a free 
government, where the poorest may become rich, and the highest and 
most distinguished place and office the legitimate ambitions of the sons 
of toil who follow the plow or drive the jack-plane or wield the trowel. 
And if the hue SJ)irit of the Government is eTer destroyed, if liberty is 
finally lost, it will be because the people will have sold their birthright 
for a mess of pottage. · 

I will read with great pleasure the able message of the President of 
the United States addressed to the two Houses of Congress at the be
ginning of this session, and sir, I felt a growing interest in my heart 

·and recognized the fact that the country had once more a Chief Execu
tive who 1elt an interest in the whole country, who recognized himself 
to be President of the whole country, uninfluenced by sectional ill-will, 
animated by a patriotic desire to promote the best interests of all the 
people, and who early calls the attention of Congress and the whole 
country, not to how best the country may be kept in continued dis
cord, nor how best the strifes and hatreds of sectional animosities may 
be inflamed and kept burning, but how best peace, prosperity, and 
happiness m..'ty be secured and perpetuated to the people of a glorious 
and harmonious government after the clouds of civil war have rolled 
av;n.y and the snnshiue of J)eace n.nd kindness once more united friend 
with friend and section with section. Those dark and bloody and un
happy days are gone, and I hope forever. And as the signs and sym~ 
bols of the hard strife are fading away from our memories we gladly 
unite in the hearty wish for the prosperity and continued welfare of 
the whole country. And for one I shall stand by and sustain that 
policy which may be best calculated to preserve the peace and secure 
and promote the happiness and prosperity of the people. 

Questions of finance, of political economy and governmental admin
istration confront us, and as ln.wmakers, representatives of the people, 
we must address ourselves to these grave :md great questions. It may 
not be expected that partisan spirit has ceased to exist, but hope revives 
when we witness, as we often do at this Capitol and upon this floor, 
how Representatives on all sides, if not agreeing in all things, agreeing 
at least to move steadily on for what is believed to be best for the whole 
country, 

As for myself, Mr. Chairman, I am here with no other purpose in view 
than to represent my constihlents faithfully, and secure for them, so far 
as my own humble efforts can be effective, the passage of such laws as 
will enhance the welfare of my constituents, the welfare of my State, 
and the welfare of the whole country. I have given attention to such 
matters as I have thought would best secure these results, and if my 
voice has not been heard upon everyqnestion which has challenged the 
attention of the Honse, I have felt no less interest and given them no 
less labor and attention. 

But, sir, after all, we have as yet accomplished but little for the re
lief of the people, and I have thought it were high time we were giving 
attention to the ne~sities of the hour. What has yet been:aone for the 
relief of the tax-burdened people? What has been done to carry out 
the recommendations of the President for a relief from the dangers and 
oppressions of an overflowing Treasury ? What has been done to remove 
from the weary necks of the people the now unnecessary and oppressive 
war taxes, which to this day, nearly twenty-fi\e years after the close 
ofthe war, hang in gloom over the people like a miserable nightmare, 
attacking labor, destroying the fruits of indusu·y, expanding further 
the already overflowing and swollen pockets of the rich, and breaking 
down the hopes of the laboring classes as the rich grow richer and the 
poor become,poorer? Sir, visions of horror rise up before me as I look 
in the face of the uncertain future, and for one I am here to work and 
to vote for each and every measure which will restore to the people 
prosperity a~ home. And I am ready now to vote for the removal of 
these high and unreasonable and oppressive taxes, and assist as best I 
may all efforts, come they from whatever quarter they may, to are
turn to the times when capital and labor shall be restored to their true 
relation of twin sisters in this common inheritance of the great Union 
of our fathers. We .acknowledge no authority or claim from any 
quarter or section of superiority, and I say to Congress and to the Chief 
Ex.ecuti\e, give all the people a fair and equal chance. 

Mr. Chairman, time will not serve me to investigate and canvass in 
~speech at this time all the multifarious questions involved in the bill 
now before us. But, sir, I have examined the bill in detail, and I 
shall cheerfully support it. It is a moderate bill. It does not cut 
down at one lick all the inequalities of the present tariff law. It was 
thought wise to so legislate that business, now supported and main- • 
tained by the kindness and partialities and favoritism of the Govern
ment, as seen and felt under the existing law, should have time enough 
to be warned that the days of their infancy have about expired and 
they must prepare to walk alone. 

Before I enter further the discussion of the injustice and unfairness 
of a tax upon the necessaries of life generally called the tariff, I wish 
to consider another species of tax, invented and brought into being by 
the Republican party, a.s is said by them, to meet the necessities of 
immediate war and procure the means of supporting the Government 
in war between the States, called the ''war of the rebellion." To 
raise a sufficiency of funds to carry on that war it became necessary, in 
the opinion of those then in control of the Congres.'3, to pass what was 
called the internal-revenue law. Under this act incomes, and banks, 
and matches, whisky and brandy, ale, beer, cigars, snuff, tobacco, etc., 
were taxed and a large amount of revenue wa<> collected, which at 
that time was of great necessity to meet the exigencies of civil war. 
These were essentially war taxes, and should have been discontinued 
as soon as the necessity which created them had passed away. 

They were willingly borne, when necessary, because the people rec
ognized the necessities of the Government; but they were never popu
lar, and as the Republican party held on to them after the war was 
over and used the thousands of internal-revenue officers, who like lo
custs filled all the laud, as instruments in the hands of that Pl!-rty to 
terrorize the people~ to spy upon them and entrap them in all kinds of 
charges of violations of the law and through and by such influence and 
prosecutions and persecutions control the elections and perpetuate the 
continuance of that party in power, the Jaw itself soon become to be de
spised and hated by the people, and a universal desire was for the re
peal oftllese odious laws. '!'he war was over and the Republicans were 
in power in e\ery branch of the Government. Did they repeal them? 
No ! In the. Forty-seventh Congress the Republicans were in full pos
session of the Government and controlled every branch of the Govern
ment-executive, legislative, and judicial-both HonsesofCongressand 
the President. Mr. Chairman, then they bad a fair chance to repeal 
the internal revenue. Did they do so? Did they introduce one bill 
to do so? Theywere in full power; d1d theytakethetaxo.ffofbrandy 
and whi.sky .and other distilled spirits? No, sir, no! Did they then 
take the tax off or m3tke one step to take it off of tabac::!o? No, sir, no ! 

What did the P..epu blicans in that Congress do towards lightening the 
burden of the tax-payers then? Listen, ye oppressed tax-payers; the 
Republican party then in full power took the tax off of banks and bank 
capital and incomes, and never &'tid a word about removing the tax on 
distilled spirits and tobacco. If the Republican party was the friend 
of the people who suffer from these onerous and disagreeable taxes, w by 
did it not remove them in the Forty-seventh Congress when in full 
power? There can be but one answer, 1\Ir. Chairman. The Republi
can party was not in sympathy with the people, not in sympathy with 
those who had to meet these hard taxes, and only passed such laws a.s 
would relieve the wealthy-the banks and those who had large in
comes-and gave not a vote to relieve the oppressed or remove these 
hard laws from the necks of the poor. 

But that party now is moving to lift these taxes. Ah! !vir. Chair
man, they pretend to be so doing. Following the lead of one who sits 
on this side of this Chamber, they pretend to be marshaling their 
forces-to repeal these laws, but, sir, judging them by the pa t, I assert 
that this is a pure species of political hypocrisy, a mere trick to de
ceive the people. I charge that at this day they are in favor of keep
ing up the taxes on spirits n.nd tobacco, and would only vote .to take 
them off in order to keep the tax up on breadstuffs, clothing, and the 
real necessities of life. I sir, myself, would vote to remove the odious 
tax and forever abolish it, but I must also vote to relieve the people 
from an onerous tax on the prime necessities of life, and while I am 
anxious to remove all these internal-revenue taxes, I must say that I 
prefer cheap clothes, cheap shoes, cheap hats, cheap blankets, cheap 
plows, cheap hoes, cheap axes, and cheap necessaries of life to cheap 
whisky. 

A protective tariff is an unjust and unfair discrimination by the Gov
ernment in favor of one class of citizens against another class of citizens. 
It is an enforced contribution in which one man is made to contribute 
to the support of another man's business without a resulting benefit, 
and contrary to the spirit and letter of our Constitution. The Govern
ment bas a right to tax people either directly or indirectly to raise 
money to carry on the Government, but Congress has no right nnder 
the Constit.ution to force A to support B in hi.s business. What rignt . 
has the Government to show such difference and such partiality a.s to 
pass a Ia.w to force one man, without value received, to gi>e his money 
to the assistance of another man in his private bnsiness? And yet that 
is what those who advocate a protecti>e tariff are doing, and that is 
what has been forced upon the working rna ses and poor toilers for lo! 
these many years, until injustice and wrong_ come up in sighs aud 
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groans from the oppressed poor in a greater grief and deeper woe than 
escaped from the hearts of the unhappy Jews when they toiled and 
endured Egyptian bondage. . 

That this Governmell:t of the people and for the people, foremost in 
the arts and sciences and in free laws, with a Constitution the admi
ration of the world, declaring equal rights to all and spedal privileges 
to none, the handy but immortal work of those immortal heroes who 
before they would submit to have forced upon themastamptarifftaxofa 
few pence on tea, and for the maintenance of that right pledged and 
offered up their fortunes, their sacred honors, and their lives-! say that 
we, the descendants of such a people, should come at this day, under the 
cringing and whining plea of aiding and helping poor infant industries, 
thereby seeking to grow rich by placing hard burdens, grievous to be 
borne, upon the necks of the poor, the toilers, the workingmen and 
workingwomen, and the young and tender children, who, because of 
tpis powerful giant-infant, are sent so early to the tread-mills of the 
machine shops instead of to school, that the vast investments in mann
factories of afiluent corporations might be sustained and upheld in 
their already too great influence and power-these crimes, I say, are 
enough to shock, to startle the people from their lethargy to rise up in 
mass and dri vo these would be lords and masters from their already 
fortified castles. 

I have not time, Mr. Chairman, to call the attention ofthe committee 
and the country, in detail, to the demands of those who are seeking 
power and influence from the General Government with which to op
press the people. I can only call attention to a few necessaries, the 
markets of which are under the control and influence ofthe protection
ists. Such articles as sugar, salt, wool and woolen goods and wearing 
apparel, blankets, hats, shoes, etc. 

Under the plea of aiding infant industries the tools of the working
man are sold at high prices to benefit the corporations which manu
facture them. 

Spades and shovels and hoes have to pay a tariff rate of about 35 per 
cent. in order that the same articles made here may be forced upon the 
men who are compelled to use them. So, also, scythes, sickles, and 
reaping-hooks are made by the present tariff 35 per cent. higher to the 
purchaser as the law now stands; screws of iron, called wood-screws, 
cross-cut sa.ws taxed in 1883 8 cents per lineal foot, and mill pit and 
drag, over 9 inches wide, 15 cents per lineal foot, and hand-saws over 
24 inches in lengthr $1 per dozen and 30 percent. additional. Let all 
the workers in wood hear this. Axes, hatchets, and adzes, a tariff tax 
of 35 per cent., drawing-knives 24 per cent., squares in iron or steel 6 
cents per pound and 30 per cent. additional, and iron squares marked 
on one side3 cents per pound and 30 per cent. additional. 

I call the attention of the committee and of the people to these high 
taxes put upon these necessary tools of the mechanics and laboring men. 
Betore a man can start out on his work to support himself and family 
he must go to a store and purchase these tools of his trade, and pay 
into the hands of the manufacturers an extra price above what he might 
get them for, in order that the manufacturer may receive his protected 
blessings from a one-sided and partial administration of the Government. 
This, Mr. Chairman, is Republican role-R~publican methods of deal
ing with the workingman. 

If we look to an earlier day, when it was said American manufact
ories were young and n6eded assistance, you will see that our earlier 
statesmen did not make the burdens of the people so hard to be borne. 

Wool and woolen goods unmanufh.ctured had no protection from 
• 1789 to 1816, and not until March 3, 1857, did this industry seem to 

need protection, but was absolutely free up to that time, and then a 
tariff of 24 per cent. was levied. The act of June 6, 1872, reduced 
the duty 10 per cent., and the act of March 3, 1875, re-enacted the 
duties to what they were prior to the act of June 6, 1872, and, :Mr. 
Chairman, as the law now is the people are unmercifully taxed to sup
port these woolen manufactories. BlanketB, flannel goods, all goods 
with wool as part of the texture with a-s high a tariff as possible, so as 
to amount to prohibition to the foreign manufacturer with the privi
lege to the hoine manufacturers to ask as high a price as these bloated 
corporations may agree to demand from the .consumer. And so the 
poor consumer bas to pay these pets of the Government from the shoes 
and socks which keep his feet from the ground to the shirts and pants 
and coats which cover his body, to the hat which shelters his head 
from the sun and storms. These infant industries are strong. They 
>ery nearly own us. They are seeking to be our masters, and we are 
nearly their slaves. 

I call briefly attention to duties on iron, namely: 
Cast-iron butts and hinges, 2! cents per pound. 
1 83, hoop-iron, 520 per ton. 
Iron in rods, ..,25 per ton, 1l cents per pound. 
Slit-iron, $25 per t.on, ll cents per pound. 
Bar-iron, rolled or hammered, comprising flats not less than 1 inch or more 

than 7 inches wide, nor less than one-quarter inch or more than 2 inches thick. 
Rounds from one-half inch to 4 inches in diameter, from 18831 cent per pound. 
Bar-iron ditto. Flats less than three-eighths inch. Rounds and squares less 
than three-quarter inch, 1l cents per pound. 

Horseshoe nails in 1883, 4 cents per pound. 
Cut nails and wrought nails from 1:} to 4 cents per pound. Spikes, 2 cents per 

pound. 
Pig-iron, 1864, $9 per ton. 
.Pig-iron, 1870, $7 per ton. 

Tacks, brads, and sprigs, not includingl6onnccs t<> 1,000, 2l cents per thousand. 
Iron cables and chains, 2k cents per pound. 
We are all, '~ith e>ery interest we have in life, completely dominated 

by the power and inf;luence of the protectionists. 
To show, Mr. Chairman, the enormous amount of tax the people pay, 

from all sources of taxation, the total amount of receipts of the Govern
ment from all directions for the :fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, was 
$371,403,277.66. To make this sum, this enormous drain from the 
earnings of the people, there was paid in on customs, or tariff, $217,-
286,893.13, and on the internal revenue $118,823,391.22, which makes 
an average duty or t..u on goods imported into this country of 47 per 
cent. And of this immense tax we paid a tax on-
Sugar, molasses, and sugar candy .............. .................................. $58,016,686.00 
Iron and steel, and manufactures of............................................. 20,713,234.00 

~~~i~.:.~~\:!T.:-t:.!~:~~:;:}iH~HE··:.:ti:.·i·-ii~:H-·; ~tli~l 
Hemp, jute, material for cotton bagging, and flax goods............ 6, 22 , 310.41 
Cotton and cotton goods ...... ... ... ...... .. .... ...... ...... ....... ... .. ... .. . ... . ....• 1, 2S3, 599.57 
Lumber and salt, in round figures................................................ 1, 700,000.00 

Total.: .................................................................................. 145,981,773.14 
I might go on for hours and hours enumerating the articles which 

t.be protectionists have dominion over, and show how they do place 
heavy burdens on the people-such articles of prime necessity as sugar 
and salt and wool and woolen goods and wearing apparel and blankets 
and hats and shoes and almost every article used as necessaries for life 
which are produced and manufactured in this country. 

Upon what principle of right, I ask, Mr. Chairman, bas a man who 
raises sheep to have the Government use its power to enable him to 
receive for his wool more than it is worth in an open market? What 
bas he done that he should be protected at the expense of the poor? 
Will the Government make laws to keep the poor from b'eing clad? 
Will the Government so legislate that the poor whom, we are told by 
the great Master, we always have with us, must suffer for· ordinary 
raiment to protect their flesh and skin from the cold rains and snows 
and blasts of winter winds that creep through the crevices of their 
poorly thatched homes? Will the Government take sides with the 
wool-growers in a controversy between them n.nd the poor widow with 
her orphan children, as to how much they shall exa&t from her to clothe 
the little boys and girls, and assist these rich establishments in grind
ing out of the unhappy widow her last dollar to meet the hard neces
sities of her unhappy life? I again ask, will the Government take 
sides with these vast monopolies against the poor widow with her young 
and tender brood, amongst them, perhaps, boys who are to be the de
fenders of this country? Will the Government· assist in making these 
boys and girls, the children of the poor, tributary slaves and vassals of 
these powerful trusts and corporations? 

~fr. Chairman, I speak plainly. I use the simplest and plainest words 
which can express the hardship of the suffering poor, the oppressed 
and tax-burdened laborers and workingmen of our country; and if per
chance I may contribute some good I shall be satisfied that my time at 
the capital of my country has not been spent in vain. 

I want to see Congress engaged in making laws which shall be eqna.l 
and just to all men. We want no partiality shown by the Government 
to a favored few. But let all men stand alike, upon their personal 
merits and worth, and not a few favored at the expense of the many 
laborers of the land. We can not disguise the fact that a miserable 
and wretched discontent is now universal with the patriotic working
men of our country; and while I am opposed tostrikes and otbercom
binations of like character, becaUEe I believe needed redress of their 
unju~t gr~evances can not be secured by such methods, yet I do sym
pathiZe w1th the efforts of labor to secure a just reward for toil and 
sweat, that moves engines, builds houses, tills lands, sows seed, re
claims waste places, and fills barns and smokehouses with corn and 
meat. And for one, in this great struggle for bread, for life, I say to 
the Government and to Congress, Hands off I and let the laboring man 
have a fair and equal chance with the capitalist, with the bondholder, 
the stock-broker, and the kings of imperial corporations and trusts. 

If yon would not sap the blood of patriotism which gives vigor and 
life to the Government; if you would not destroy the love of country 
now so fresh and pure in the hearts of the yeomanry of our country; if 
you would put down a mean effort to establish caste in this free country, 
which like some miserable wire-gras ' is now clogging the plowshare of 
labor, we will have no more class or sectional legis! a tion; indus try will 
be encouraged by laws which are equal in their burden and equal in 
their protection and benefits to all, the rich and the poor, the laboring 
men, the farmers, the mechanics, the merchants, and the manufacturers. 
Then real peace will be established and ~trikes and riots will no more 
disturb our repose. 

The honest working people are tired of supporting and gazing at these 
lilies of the valley, who toil not, neither do they spin; and yet Solo
mon in all his glory was not arrayed like one of them. 

This is a free Government, and the people want freedom in it-free
dom to all, oppression to none; equality before and in the laws to all; 
special and preferred protection and privileges to none. [Loud and 
long-continued applause.] 
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Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, Imovethatthecommitteedonowrise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BYNUM having resumed 

the chair as Speaker pro tempore, :Mr. LANE, from the Committee of 
the Whole, reported that they had had under consideration the bill 
(H . R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to 
the collection of the revenue, and had come to no :resolution thereon. 

And then, on motion of Ur. SIDVELY (at 10 o'clock and 15 min
u tes p. m.), the House adjourned. 

P.RIV ATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

·Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By M:r. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 9997) to relieve Eliah Blake from 
the charge of desertion- t o the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 9998) t o amen d the law relating 
to the execution of wills in the District of Columbia, and for othe1· pur
poses- to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

J3y Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 9999)forthereliefofBellamyS. Hine
to -the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 10000) for the relief of John N. 
Graves- to the Committee on Claims. 

B.Y Mr. LANHAM: A. bill (H. R . lOOOl) for the reliefofD. B. War
ren-to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.l0002) for the relief of A. B. Medlan- totheSelect 
Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10003) for the relief of Joel McKee-to the Select 
Committee on Indi:m Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 10004) granting a pension to John 
W. Young-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAYNER: A bill (H. R. 10005) granting a pension to Miss 
Mm-y Hayne, as a nurse in the war of 1861- to the Committee on 
I nvalid Pensions. 

By Ur. E . B. TA. YLOR: A bill (H. R. 10006) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Edward Whitehouse- to the Committee on Mili
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 10007) for the relief of Henry 
no e-to the Committee on Pensions. · 

By Mr. MAISH: A bill (H. R. 10008) for the relief of the Pennsyl
vania State Agricultural Society-to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FORAN: Joint resolution (H. Res. 170) au thorizing the 
Secretary of War to grant a permit to Frederick Freund to erect a 
hotel upon the lands of the United States at Fort Washington, Md. 
t o the Committee on ?!Iili.tary Affairs. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Of citizens of Snyder County, and of pharma
cists of Mount Union, Pa. 

By 1\fr. BUNNELL: Of druggists of Susquehanna County, Pennsyl
vania. 

By 1\fr. lr!AISH: Of citizens of Cumberland C~:>unty, Pennsylvania. 
· By Mr. WISE: Of citizens of West Point, Va. 

The following petitions for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as p roposed in Senate bill 283, were received and sev
erally referred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 

By Mr. C. If: ALLEN: Of Charles H . Ames and others, and of C. 
W. Swallow and others, of Massachusetts. 

By Mr. MORROW: Of citizens of Nevada County, Californin.. 

The following petitions for the more effectual protection of agricult
ure, by means of certain import duties, were received and severally 
refeiTed to tne Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Of farmers of Dundore, Pa. 
By Mr. BUNNELL: Of Stevensville, Pa. 
By Ur. DINGLEY: Of 0. D. Potter and others, of Webster, Ue. 
By l'l1r. HIESTAND: Of citizens of Hilltown, Bucks County, Penn-

sylvania. 
By Mr. PENINGTON: Of citizens of Bridgeville, Del. 
By 1\Ir. ROCKWELL: Of citizens of Cheshire, Mass. 

The following petitions, indorsing the per diem rated ser vice-pension 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines 
of the late war a monthlypenBion of 1 cent a day for ea.eh day they were 
in the service, were severally referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions: 

By Mr. FORD: Of 200 citizens of Fenm'ille, Mich. 
By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: Of 16 ex--soldiers of Eureka, Gallia 

County, Ohio. 

The following petition, praying for the enactment of a law providing 
temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of illit
eracy, was referred to the Committee on Education: 

By 1\.Ir. ATKINSON: OfcitizensofFranklinCounty, Pennsylvania. 

SENATE. 
THURSDAY, May 17, 1888. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

PETITIONS, ETC. MESSAGE FRO)! TIIE HOUSE. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk, A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
nnder the rule, and referred as follows: Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 

By 1\!r. JEHU BAKER:· Petition of United States G1ue ?!Ianufact- which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 
uring Association, favoring the retention of the present duties on glue, A bill (H . .R. 5259) to relie>e Jacob G. Bosmtter from tho charge of 
gelatine, and isinglass-to the Committee on Ways and Means. fraudulent enlistment; and 

By Mr. W . C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of Mrs. Theodoria ·A bill (H. R. 7398) to subdivide the eastern judicial district of Loui-
Hoskins, widow of Maj. Jesse Hoskins, for a pension-to the Commit- siana, and to fix the time and place for holding terms of comb therein. 
tee on Invalid Pensions. The message also announced that the House had agreed to the report 

By Mr. CHIPUAN: Petition of >essel-owners of Detroit, Mich., of the committee of conference on the disa~eeing votes of the two 
against winter bridge over Detroit River-to the Committee on Com- Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. D711) making 
merce. . . . an appropriation to enable the several Executive Departments of tho 

Dy Mr. DINGLEY: Petitwn of H . N. Whittle and others, of Me- Government and the Bureau of Arrriculture and the Smithsonian Insti-
chanic Falls, Me., ~or reform in the method of employing convict tntion, including the National M~eum and the Commission of Fish 
labor-to the ComiDittea on .~abor. 

1 
• • I and Fisheries, to paPticipate in the centennial exposition of the Ohlo 

By Ur. JACKSO~: Petition of emp.oyes of the Pwneer Twme Valley and Central States to be held at Cincinnati Ohio from July 4 
Mills of New Brighton, J'a.., against :eduction of duties on hemp and to October 27, 1888. ' ' ' 
flax and kindred :fibers- to the Comm1ttee on Ways and Means. 

By Ur. LONG: Petition of Local Assembly No. 4047, shoe cutters, 
and of Maggie Jordan and 8 others, of Brockton, :Mass. , for the bill to 
limit the sale of convict-made goods- to the Committee on Labor. 

By Ur. UcKINLEY: Petition ofLocalAssemblyNo. 2094, Knights 
of Labor, of Ohio, against civil pensions- to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

.~o, memorial of the Board of Transportation of Nebraska, relative 
to State control of certain railroads-to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Petition of James B. Roberts, alias 
. James Brown, for removal of charge of desertion- to the Committee 

on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. PERKINS: Papers and evidence in support of Honse bill 

.rTo. 3157, granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Baker-to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Petition of Edward Whitehouse, for removal 
of charge of desertion-to the Committee on :Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TILLMAN (by request) : Petition of J. II. W. Platts and 
others for reference of their cL.'lim to the Court of Claims-to the Com
mittee on War Claims. 

The following petitions for the repeal or modification of the inter
nal-re>enue tax of $25 levied on dTuggists were received and severally 
referred to t he Committee on Ways and Means: 

OIDO VALLEY C.ENT~XIAL EXPOSITION. 

1\Ir. ALLISON. I present the report of the committee of coufcrcncc 
on the Cincinnati exposition bill. .. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempm·e. The report will bo read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
The committee of conference on ilie disagreeing >otes of the two Houses on 

the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. !l7llj making an appropriation 
to enable the several Executive Departments of the Government and the Bu
reau of Agriculture and the Smithsonian Institution, including the Nn.tiono.l 
Museum and Commission of Fish and Fisheries, to participate in the centennial 
exposition of the Ohio Valley and Centro.l States, to be held at Cincinnati, Ohio, 
from .July 4, to October 27, 1888, haTing met, after full n.nd free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows : 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3, 8, and 22. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 

numbered 1, 2, 5,6, 7, 8, 11,12, 13, 14,15,16,17, 19, 20, and 21, and agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 

numbered 4, and agree to the same with an amendment:as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be stricken out. by said amendment insert the following: 

"That there shall be a.J?pointed a. committee of Congress composed of ten 
members, fi'l"e to be appomted by the President of the Senate and five by the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. Said committee is authorized and 
directed to visit said exposition and make such report to Congress in that be
half as they may deem needful and proper." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen

ate numbered 9, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert "$147,750;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House 1·ecede from i ls disagreement to the amendm ent of the Senate 
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